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The best bonds of all are 


licrory 


, these are the best bonds—the ones you 
can buy with the most satisfaction! 

Because they’re dedicated to construction — 
not destruction. 

Because they’ll accomplish as much to build 
up America as your other War Bonds did to 
smash down German and Japanese resistance. 

They’ll pay for a return passage for boys 
who’ve been away from home a long, long time. 

They’ll give a new leg to a youngster who 
left his on the beach in Normandy .. . restore 
an arm to a Marine who lost his on Guadal- 
canal. 


ONDS' . 


They’ll send one veteran back to college... 
help another buy a farm . . . set up another in 
business for himself. 

They’ll maintain the occupation armies that 
are teaching Germany and Japan that crime 
does not pay. 

They'll call “Halt” to inflation... and “For- 
ward” to sound national prosperity. 
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Yes — truly —Victory Bonds are the best bonds 
of all...they’re the ones that will finish the job. 
Buy an extra Victory Bond today. 


THE HOUSE OF SEAGRAM 
Fine Whishies Fince 1857 


Seagram-Distillers Corporation, Chrysler Building, New York 


























OBLIGATION 


Our War Bond dollars helped 
to make victory possible. 


It is now our obligation to 
bring our armed forces home, 
care for our wounded, maintain 
our occupation troops, provide 
veteran rehabilitation, care for 
the dependents of those who 
made the supreme sacrifice. 


BUY VICTORY BONDS 


INTERNATIONAL BUSINESS MACHINES CORPORATION 
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| National Committee 


The 


For 
Labor Palestine 


(Gewerkshaften Campaign) 


Announces a Quota 
of $3,000,000 
for 1945-46 


At its 22nd Annual Conven- 
tion, November 24-25, 3,000 
delegates representing Jew- 
ish labor and fraternal or- 
ganizations throughout the 
United States and Canada 
declared their unflinching 
support of the yishuv and of 
the Histadrut in their battle 
against British treachery. 
They demanded the imme- 
diate abrogation of the 
White Paper, the opening 
of the gates of Palestine to 
all Jews and the establish- 
ment of the Jewish Com- 
monwealth. Their demands 
were upheld by leading 
labor and civic leaders 
throughout the country: 
William Green; Philip 
Murray; Senators Wagner, 
Taft, Brewster, Vanden- 
berg, Walsh; Representa- 
tives Martin and McCor- 
mack; Governor Dewey; 
Henry Wallace; Mrs. 
Eleanor Roosevelt; Leon 
Blum and many others. 


These demands must now 
be given the full force of 
our own tangible acts in 
support of the yishuv and of 
the Histadrut. 


GIVE NOW TO THE 
PALESTINE HISTA- 
DRUT CAMPAIGN 
THAT THE BATTLE 
MAY BE WON! 
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Message to the 22nd Convention 
OF THE 


GEVERKSHAFTEN CAMPAIGN 


Speaking for the seven million members of the 
American Federation of Labor, I call once more upon 
Great Britain to agree to immediate admission into 
Palestine of 100,000 displaced Jews of Europe, as 
requested by President Truman. This step must be 
followed by revocation of the British White Paper 
of 1939. It must be accompanied by a definite pro- 
gram for the granting of Jewish sovereignty over 
Palestine as soon as conditions justify and permit 
such action in keeping with democratic principles . 

WILLIAM GREEN, President 
American Federation of Labor 
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Shall America Share Responsibility— 
For the White Paper? 


N NOVEMBER 13, 1945, simultaneous state- 
ments were issued by Foreign Secretary Bevin 
in London and President Truman in Washington on 
the problem of European Jewry and Palestine. These 
statements made public a proposal suggested by the 
British and “acceded to” by the United States for the 
establishment of a joint commission to study the fol- 
lowing matters: the “political, economic, and social” 
absorptive capacity of Palestine for Jews; measures 
to free Jews in Europe from discrimination and op- 
pression, so that they would not need or wish to emi- 
grate; the prospects of finding place other than Pales- 
tine to which European Jews could immigrate. 
This proposal was made in reply to President Tru- 
man’s request that 100,000 Jews be admitted at once 
to Palestine. It amounts to a flat and brutal rejection 
of his plea for a humanitarian approach to the plight 
of “irrepatriable displaced” Jews. In acceding to the 
British suggestions, President Truman weakly stipu- 
lated that he “continued to adhere” to his previously 
expressed views about the advisability of immediately 
moving the 100,000 to Palestine—and he futilely 
“hoped,” on November 13, that the committee would 
“accomplish its important task with the greatest 
speed” in order to spare the “displaced Jews” another 
winter in DP camps. One cannot but wonder today, 
when, with winter already upon us and the com- 
mission not formed, we learn that Secretary of State 
Byrnes thinks a four month period would be the 
“greatest speed” to be expected, what purpose Presi- 
dent Truman could have hoped to serve by this 
shabby and transparent window-dressing of a weak- 
kneed surrender. 
* 


* * 


There can be no doubt what the British have in 
mind in their new proposal. Its purport is summed up 
in the announcement that until the committee brings 
in its recommendations, 1,500 Jews will be admitted 
into Palestine each month, if the Arabs agree. This is 
the White Paper rate of immigration—limited to a 
number which will guarantee Arabs at least two- 
thirds preponderance in population; and these are the 
White Paper conditions for admitting immigrants— 
implying that Palestine must remain an Arab country, 
and the “Jewish home” a ghetto. Has America in ac- 
ceding to the joint commission idea also “acceded to” 
these implications? Have the President and the State 
Department adopted the White Paper as the basis 
of American policy in Palestine? 

It was implicit in President Truman’s original re- 
quest for the admission of the 100,000 that the 
White Paper policy be abandoned, that the Balfour 


Declaration and the terms of the Mandate be restored 
in Palestine. Consequently, the proposed action was 
to be taken without reference to Arab protests, since 
they are based upon a refusal to accept the inter- 
nationally constituted legal status of Palestine, as the 
site of the growing Jewish National Home. This 
was the long-standing American view on these two 
interrelated matters: President Roosevelt himself had 
pointedly stated that the United States never ap- 
proved the White Paper as valid; and Secretary of 
State Byrnes, in releasing the Roosevelt-Ibn Saud cor- 
respondence, had made it amply clear that, while 
Arabs might be consulted before a change in Pales- 
tine’s “basic situation” would be ordered, the Arabs 
had no right to dictate, or even to be consulted on the 
rate of Jewish immigration under Palestine’s existing 
basic situation. The Truman request similarly reas- 
serted the Balfour Declaration and, in no uncertain 
terms, repudiated the White Paper: for the basic prin- 
ciple of the White Paper, the principle because of 
which it was declared inconsistent with the Mandate 
by the Permanent Mandates Commission, is that a 
political high-water mark is to be set upon Jewish 
immigration; and after it is reached, not economic ab- 
sorptive capacity but Arab consent is to be the actual 
measuring stick of Jewish immigration. This high- 
water mark—75,000 immigrants—had already been 
reached when President Truman, without consulting 
the Arabs, published his proposal to admit 100,000 
Jews immediately. No clearer repudiation of the 
White Paper, nq more obvious reassertion of the 
Jewish National Home idea could be made. 


The British refusal to admit 100,000 Jews to Pal- 
estine at once was not only an insistence on the 
White Paper policy for the present. Mr. Bevin, a 
specialist in making himself brutally clear, told us in 
his remarks before the Commons and in his press 
conference what his final aims are—and he staked 
his political future on carrying them out: he praised 
the Arabs in advance for their expected cooperation 
with the policy; he lashed out at the Zionists for their 
anticipated opposition; to the Jewish people, whom 
he attempted to set apart from the Zionists, he of- 
fered total submergence as a substitute for national 
liberation, and he also advised them, in accents bor- 
rowed from the anti-Semitic whispering campaigns 
of war-time Britain’s air-raid shelters, not to “get too 
much at the head of the queue” by striving to achieve 
a National Home; and finally, he prejudiced in ad- 
vance the conclusions of the Joint Committee by in- 
dicating that British policy (and, for that matter, to 
make it unanimous, the British Labor Party, the 
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Koran, and the Bible, selected excerpts from which 
he had especially consulted) had never, to his knowl- 
edge, contemplated a Jewish State in Palestine—and 
by taking it as understood that Palestine cannot 
solve the whole problem of non-tepatriable Jews, 
displaced by Hitler. It requires no hardened cynic to 
estimate at a very low probability the chances that 
members of such a commission, selected by the pres- 
ent British authorities, could arrive at conclusions 
far different from those already outlined by the For- 
eign Secretary. If the committee does not emerge 
from its studies with these preordained conclusions, 
its recommendations can, of course, be modified, or 
rejected by either government. 
* oa * 


The very terms of reference of the proposed joint 
committee seem to ignore the Balfour Declaration— 
and these terms of reference were published as ex- 
pressly agreed upon. It is not only Bevin’s statement 
which reduces the Jewish problem to one of Nazi 
victims only. The whole construction of the inquiry 
implicitly denies the right of any Jews but Nazi vic- 
tims to a Jewish “home.” Moreover, the committee 
is under orders “to examine political, economic, and 
social conditions in Palestine as they bear upon . . . 
Jewish immigration . . . and the well-being of the 
peoples living therein.” The essence of the Balfour 
Declaration and the Mandate for Palestine is that it 
determines the country’s status primarily in the light 
of the requirements for establishing a Jewish Na- 
tional Home. The legitimate rights of “other com- 
munities” in Palestine, which are protected, do not 
include “rights” conflicting with this goal. Therefore, 
the only criterion for admitting immigrants is eco- 
nomic—and the “other communities” are entitled 
not to be exploited or otherwise oppressed by Jews, 
but mot to exclude Jews on political grounds. The es- 
sence of the White Paper, on the other hand, is that 
it provides for the freezing of the Jewish National 
Home at a point guaranteeing the Arabs a majority. 
It uses political criteria to regulate Jewish immigra- 
tion. Does the language “acceded to” by President 
Truman (“to examine political, economic and social 
conditions,” efc.) constitute an acceptance of these 
White Paper principles? 

We have been “assured” from London that the 
retention of the White Paper temporarily means 
nothing with regard to the final recommendations 
of the committee; but no one is likely to doubt how 
these terms of reference will be interpreted by Brit- 
ish representatives. We waited for over two weeks 
for a statement from President Truman that he did 
not accept the Bevin prejudgment of the issues facing 
the commission. His feeble remonstrance that he 
would still like to see 100,000 admitted at once 
could not satisfy anyone. Now we have the answer: 
to Foreign Secretary Bevin’s blunt advocacy of a 
ghetto status for Jews in Palestine, and submergence 
elsewhere, President Truman replies in chorus, that 
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a Congressional reassertion of the Balfour Declara- 
tion might prejudice, by implication, the work of 
the commission. 

We fully understand that in setting up the new 
international reorganization of the world, obligations 
assumed in League of Nations days will be re-exam- 
ined. Zionists have no fear of a full and unbiased ex- 
amination of their “case,” of the Jewish problem, or 
of a study of Jewish opinion. The British Labor Party 
itself only recently assured us that if before the war 
our case was a good one, now it is irresistible. As far 
as Jewish opinion is concerned, the British arrests of 
Bergen-Belsen inmates, the reported. suppression of 
Zionist manifestations among them, the protest meet- 
ings in Italian DP camps, sufficiently indicate it. But, 
regardless of the cogency of our case, if fairly and 
fully examined, and the overwhelming evidence of 
Zionist sentiment among Jews, wherever it is not 


© forcibly suppressed, unless a new statement removes 


the palpable evidence of prejudice and political 
maneuver, Jews can hardly be expected to lend them- 
selves to the deception of the joint commission. 

* * * 


Some of the reactions to the Truman-Bevin state- 
ments have been very revealing. At first Palestinian 
Arabs were inclined to look the gift-horse in the 
mouth. After all, if intransigeance had paid so well 
already, was this the time to lay so useful a tactic 
aside? They let it be known that, far from consenting 
to further Jewish immigration at the rate of 1,500 a 
month, they were opposed to amy new Jewish immi- 
gration. In addition, they wished to know, if the 
White Paper remained as the basis of British policy, 
why not start to implement its second half: those 
clauses providing for the establishment within a 
measurable time of an Arab state? In short order, 
however, these grumblings were stilled by non-Pales- 
tinian Arabs. Azzam Bey of the Arab League voiced 
vague satisfaction with Bevin and Britain. Jamil 
Mardam Bey, Foreign Minister of Syria, came down 
to Palestine and succeeded in bringing the Palestinian 
Arabs together in a new Arab Higher Committee. 
Indicative of the strength which Palestinian Arabs 
now attribute to their position is the fact that half the 
new Committee is composed of the ex-Mufti’s hench- 
men, and its chairmanship is held open, according to 
report, for that accused war criminal, Haj Amin el 
Husseini himself. Finally, Ibn Saud put in his reac- 
tion: He advised the Palestinian Arabs to remain 
quiet, because, as he plainly hinted, the British were 
doing a good job of pulling chestnuts out of the fire 
for the Arabs. 


If the Arab reaction shows a clear understanding 
of the situation created by the Bevin-Truman state- 
ments, one cannot say the same for some of the com- 
ments in Great Britain and the United States. With 
peculiar naiveté, a chorus has gone up hailing at least 
one result of the new situation. Of course, we hear, it 
is too bad that 100,000 have not been admitted at 
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once, and that Bevin allowed himself to speak in such 
terms; but the American assumption of responsibility 
is a clear gain, is it not? 

This journal has not been backward in condemn- 
ing our own country’s failure to act in accordance 
with its oft-repeated advocacy of the Jewish National 
Home idea, its reluctance to assume responsibilities 
commensurate with its expressed sympathy for the 
Jewish people. But in this case we have the United 
States acceding to, and assuming responsibilities 
under a policy which is directly opposite to the will 
of our public opinion, our major parties, our legis- 
lators, and the solemn protestations of our Chief Ex- 
ecutive! Until President Truman’s statement, we had 
always protested our loyalty to the Balfour Declara- 
tion and the Mandate terms, and done nothing to see 
that the Mandate was respected. After the statement, 
we have “acceded to” the continuation of the White 
Paper, and are assuming responsibility for a masquer- 
ade whose only purpose, if Mr. Bevin has his way, 
must be to make the final burial of the Balfour Dec- 
laration tactically easier. 


If the truth is to be told, responsibilities of this 
sort are nothing new in the history of State Depart- 
ment and Presidential “diplomacy,” domestic as well 
as foreign, on the Palestine question. In 1938, when 
the White Paper was in the making and Britain was 
hunting “illegal immigrants” away from Palestine’s 
shores, we assumed responsibility for the grotesque 
farce of the Evian Conference. While it offered no 
solace to asylum-seeking Jews, it did serve to confuse 
the issues in Palestine, where Jews were being shut 
out of their National Home. Since then, we have 
been co-responsible for the Intergovernmental Com- 
mittee for Refugees, which has engaged for over 
seven years in a futile (but, for the White Paper 
policy, a politically useful) search for alternatives to 
the National Home. We were co-responsible, in the 
midst of the war, when Palestine was shut to hun- 
dreds of thousands, since murdered, who sought sanc- 
tuary there, for the bitter and farcical Bermuda Con- 
ference, where an attempt was made to put a good 
face upon this evil business. We were co-responsible, 
our President, our War Department, our State De- 
partment, for a series of dodges and maneuvers 
whereby every attempt by Congress to express the 
view of public opinion on Palestine was aborted in 
the name of military or political emergencies, and 
the British White Paper government was saved from 
embarrassment. All the while, hints were generously 
sown abroad that after the war “justice” would be 
done to the Jews. Now “justice” is being dispensed 
in Palestine by British bayonets and tear gas squads; 
while in America, our Administration assumes re- 
sponsibility for upholding the hands of the Attlee- 
Bevin neo-imperialism, by preventing Congress from 
expressing the view of American public opinion. 


The new responsibility we now assume in Pales- 
tine through the joint committee is of this order and 
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in this tradition: it is not new at all. It is a responsi- 
bility for a new Evian, a new Bermuda, a new Inter- 
governmental Committee, putting up an appearance 
of activity while thousands starve and freeze in Ber- 
gen-Belsen, and while radar-equipped destroyers, air- 
borne divisions, and armored units hunt down and 
trample and kill Jews seeking to enter their Home- 
land. 

If Britain is pulling chestnuts out of the fire for the 
Arabs, it is making sure not to burn its fingers; it has 
been able to find someone else to pull chestnuts out 
of the fire for the Empire. 


Letter from Palestine 
by Marie Syrkin 


Mid-October, 1945 


T IS now four weeks since I arrived in Palestine. I 
shall make no attempt to give a general survey of 
my impressions. These are too numerous and too 
varied. Instead I shall concentrate on what is the para- 
mount issue now, which may be summarized in the 
current slogan: “The whole Yishuv is Kfar Giladi.” 
One of the things that strikes a newcomer force- 
fully is the essential difference between resolutions 
and slogans here and in the United States. I have been 
present at more than one meeting in New York 
where the audience gathered in impressive numbers, 
listened to an array of more or less eloquent speakers 
and passed a thundering resolution. Then the folks 
went home peacefully, and had the pleasure of read- 
ing a description of the occasion and the text of the 
resolution in the morning paper—provided the pub- 
licity experts had done a good job. 

Two weeks after my arrival I attended a general 
conference of the Histadrut which convened to con- 
sider the present political situation. The auditorium 
in Tel Aviv was filled with blue-shirted delegates rep- 
resenting all parties—Mapai, Hashomer Hatzair, Syah 
Bet, etc. Each party had its spokesman who expressed 
the views of his group. The speakers were followed 
tensely and attentively. A successful meeting—a 
magnificent meeting—they would say in New York. 


So far the procedure was familiar. I was even asked 
to improve the English text of one of the resolutions 
—which increased the sense of having been all 
through this before. Regular Zionist routine! Meet- 
ings, resolutions, suggestions about nouns and adjec- 
tives! Even the sentiments did not diverge sharply 
from the customary American fare. The spokesmen 
of American Zionism can talk plenty tough too— 
about the White Paper, resistance, fights to the 
finish. ... 

But the situation very quickly became unfamiliar. 
Here words do not mean the same thing as in New 
York or in Cleveland. I may as well confess it. It is 
startling—and somewhat terrifying—to learn that 
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there is nothing figurative about an “unanimous reso- 
lution” here. The phrases are interpreted literally, 
and are acted upon with a bewildering immediacy; 
they are not referred to a committee. 

Just a few days after the Histadrut Conference 
came the events of Kfar Giladi. A group of “illegals” 
who had crossed the Syrian border were traced to 
Kfar Giladi. The Transjordan Frontier Force, which 
is Arab, surrounded the settlement and attempted to 
enter to seize the immigrants. Their entrance was pre- 
vented by members of Kfar Giladi and of surround- 
ing settlements who came to protect the refugees. 
The police fired on the settlers. Several of the settlers 
were seriously wounded. The “illegals” were not cap- 
tured. They managed to make their way elsewhere. 
That is all that happened: “We will defend the right 
of the broken remnants to enter the Jewish homeland 
by every road in every way.” 

Three days later mass demonstrations were held 
throughout Palestine. I was in Tel Aviv and watched 
the marchers pour in long files to a large field on the 
outskirts of the city. It was-a khamsin, a sizzling day 
—so hot that it was hard to believe that anyone 
would venture out into the glare of the sun. Never- 
theless, sixty thousand people marched behind their 
banners, converging from three directions to a com- 
mon meeting-place. The marchers, old and young, be- 
longed for the most part to one or another of the 
workers’ parties, and they walked behind the insignia 
of their respective groups, but the placards carried by 
all left no doubt as to the unanimity of purpose: 
“The whole Yishuv is Kfar Giladi.” 


The pledges were repeated by the huge throng at 
the meeting proper. Despite its size the crowd was 
orderly and disciplined. . . . Strict injunctions had 
been given that the demonstrations were to be peace- 
ful. The leaders of the Yishuv were fully aware of the 
risks involved in the marshalling of such masses and 
had impressed on all the necessity for strict discipline. 
Pointless clashes were to be avoided. Of course, there 
was always the danger that one of the irresponsible 
terrorist groups might seek to precipitate a crisis 
through some individual act, and until the day was 
over one could not be certain as to the course of de- 
velopments. Fortunately, the demonstrations took 
place as they had been planned. 

There should be complete clarity on this point. 
The Yishuv is anxious for peace. Only a small irre- 
sponsible element is likely to indulge in provocative 
acts which might precipitate disturbances. However, 
the desire to avoid disorders and purposeless conflict 
does not weaken the decision that Palestine must be 
kept open to immigrants who seek asylum there. Kfar 
Giladi is an example of the mood. 

Yesterday something else happened. Over two 
hundred “illegals” who had been kept for several 
weeks at the Atlit Clearance Camp were released by a 
group of young Jews who overpowered the guards, 
cut the wire fences, and released the refugees. A clash 
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with the police resulted, with some casualties on both 
sides. The immigrants dispersed among the Carmel 
hills, were cared for in various settlements. One party 
of eight refugees was captured by the police. They 
were released by a large group of women who came 
armed with sticks. The attack on the Camp had been 
planned in order to save the inmates from immediate 
deportation. 

A number of other encounters took place in the 
course of the day, in each case precipitated by the de- 
termination of the Yishuv not to let the police seize 
immigrants who entered without certificates. This de- 
termination is as true of the city as of the agricultural 
settlement. When a search was attempted in a quarter 
cf Tel Aviv, the residents stopped buses going 
through the section and asked the assistance of able- 
bodied men in protecting the refugees against capture. 
The passengers accepted it as their national duty to 
get off the bus and assist in this protection. 

This phenomenon is being repeated throughout the 
country, and it is impossible at this moment to fore- 
tell to what it will lead. By the time these words are 
printed, the picture will probably be much clearer. In 
any case, whatever the lines of development, this 
much is certain. Jewish Palestine will not accept the 
stoppage, or the virtual stoppage, of immigration. It 
will express its rejection in direct action. This does 
not mean terrorism. It does mean such incidents as 
those of Kfar Giladi and Atlit. 

I have spoken to any number of people of all polit- 
ical persuasions. In this they are united. There is a 
general conviction that if England persists in imple- 
menting the White Paper, no other course is open 
save to fight its illegal provisions; and “fight” in Pal- 
estine, as I have already indicated, does not mean talk. 
It means helping Jews to enter their homeland, and it 
means defending their right to remain and live. 

The sense of outrage at the White Paper is so great, 
the disillusionment with the Labor Government so 
profound, that even the most cautious and diffident 
spirits accept the necessity for this struggle. People are 
not light-hearted about it. They are well aware of the 
risks and dangers. They have no illusions about the 
might of the Yishuv, but they have at the same time 
so strong a sense that there is no alternative, that the 
question has passed beyond the stage of discussion. 


One has to be here to understand this frame of 
mind. Here are 600,000 human beings who are living 
well. Tel Aviv is a gay, prosperous city. Ironically 
enough, the all-Jewish city is—in the year 1945— 
probably one of the few places on the globe which 
has little felt the adverse effects of the war. Though 
the cost of living is high, people are eating better, 
dressing better, permitting themselves more luxuries, 
than ever before in Palestine. And yet these people, 
whether a bourgeois in Tel Aviv, or a khalutz in the 
Emek, are not content to continue the comparatively 
good lives they lead now. They are not prepared to 
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insure their present comfort at the cost of the national 
ideal. 


I cannot begin to describe how intense is their feel- 
ing of responsibility toward the Jewish survivors in 
Europe. There is nothing which even faintly approxi- 
mates this frame of mind in the large, free, rich Jew- 
ish community of the United States. I can assure you 
that no $1,000 advertisements are needed here to 
arouse interest and concern in the fate of the Jews of 
Europe. In Palestine there is a sense of personal partic- 
ipation in the tragedy, and an even mote vivid sense 
that the solution for the last phase of the drama can 
only be found here. Person after person has said to me: 


“What can we do? We cannot let the last Jews of 
Europe perish this winter. They must come here. 
There is no other place for them.” 


These sentences sound as if they had been lifted 
from any orthodox Zionist address delivered in 
America in the past year or two. Yet despite the same- 
ness of the intellectual content, there is no real iden- 
tity. The man who says this in Palestine knows that 
he will have to get off a bus on the way to work to 
help save a refugee hiding in some street, or that he 
may have to answer the appeal of a settlement for 
more men. Even the women know that they must per- 
sonally save the children who—after long torments 
—have at last found their way to Palestine. Of the 
youth, I do not speak. Their daring and readiness for 
self-sacrifice is a chapter in itself. 


I keep stressing this point because I am afraid that 
Palestinians find the language of American Zionists 
misleading. When they read a fiery resolution issued 
by the Emergency Council they have a tendency to in- 
vest the language with the same content which they 
give to the words. “What will American Zionists do,” 
they want to know, “to fight the White Paper? Will 
they send their youth to Palestine to stand at our side? 
Will they raise vast funds to take care of the immi- 
grants? Will they make America feel the urgency of 
the need of European Jewry for a national home?” 


One thing which arouses little enthusiasm in Pal- 
estine are American statements that the “Yishuv will 
resist.” The Yishuv is well aware of its obligations, 
and it has small relish for heroic poses struck at its ex- 
pense. It wants to know what American Jews them- 
selves are prepared to do, rather than hear prognosti- 
cations of the Yishuv’s valor. That kind of thing does 
not go down very well with the people who have to 
take the actual risks. 


To the outside world the resolve of this small com- 
munity to pit itself against the will of Great Britain, 
to become the savior of European Jewry whom great- 
er powers declined to save, must seem madly Quixotic, 
heroic but hopelessly unrealistic. I can only say that 
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here it seems reasonable rather than heroic. The 
events have their own logic: in Atlit, or on the shore, 
or on a border, are a few hundred human beings who 
managed to escape the hell of Europe. They finally 
found their way to the one community eager to wel- 
come them. They need shelter; they need love. There 
are homes ready for them in the Jewish homeland. 
How can one let a survivor of Bergen-Belsen be ship- 
ped back? It is as simple and reasonable as that. 


There is no assurance, naturally, that because some- 
thing is simple, and reasonable, and just, that it will 
necessarily be victorious. Current history has much 
evidence to the contrary. But for people who have a 
tradition of acting upon the belief that what is neces- 
sary should be done rather than argued, there is no 
psychological alternative. After all, we must realize 
that the crucial difference between Zionists in Pales- 
tine and Zionists in the Diaspora is that the former 
have always gone on the assumption that facts will 
determine pacts; in other words, that the political pic- 
ture will be painted by Palestinian realities, and that 
it is their individual task to create these realities. The 
Yishuv is still following a consistent tradition which 
goes unbroken from the first pioneering settlements 
at the turn of the century to the present moment. 


I have no wish to discuss the political situation. I 
am sure there is ample information in regard to that 
in the U. S., and more authoritative information than 
I could supply. I merely wish to stress the factor of 
which one becomes aware here—a factor which is de- 
cisive in creating both political tensions and solutions 
—namely, the complete, uncomplicated readiness of 
the Yishuv to act upon its faith. 


I use the word “uncomplicated” because I hesitate 
to use the word “heroic.” The youth who bear the re- 
sponsibility for such events as that of Atlit go about 
their task with such an air of simple assurance that 
grandiose terminology seems out of place. This does 
not lessen the grandiose character of the acts them- 
selves. Only, one does not want to diminish the sense 
of the natural and the inevitable which one feels here 
by using adjectives which indicate something beyond 
the norm. The truth, of course, is that in Palestine, 
the norm is on a different altitude, and one must learn 
to breathe that intenser air as one’s ordinary intake. 


American Zionism has a heavy responsibility to- 
ward Palestine, and through Palestine, toward Euro- 
pean Jewry. I dread to think that when Palestine 
asks: “What will American Jews do while we fight to 
keep the doors of Palestine open?”, the answer will be 
merely another mass-meeting. Palestine youth does 
not understand why the strong, unbroken Jews of 
America do not share the Yishuv’s sense of personal 
responsibility to the broken remnant of Israel. And it 
is hard to explain. 
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An Answer to Mr. Bevin 


by Chaim Weizmann 


I HAD hoped that we might be discussing, at this 
important gathering, definite plans for our work 
in Palestine in the light of a new policy which his 
Majesty’s Government would announce after the war. 
We had every reason to hope that this would be the 
case. Unfortunately, in this we have suffered sore 
disappointment. You will, I am sure, understand that 
I must exercise restraint in my remarks about the 
recent statement of policy made on behalf of the 
British Government, and more particularly, the in- 
terview with the press by the Foreign Secretary which 
followed it. I would have preferred to say what I 
must in London, but at this tragic moment it is im- 
possible for me to keep silent. 

I think I can say without exaggeration that I have 
devoted my life to the integration of Zionist fulfill- 
ment with the best interests of Great Britain. In this 
identity of purpose I still believe. This is the rock to 
which the Zionist movement has anchored the as- 
pirations of our people. It is difficult for a man of 
my age to change his faith, even under the stress of 
great provocation. I would not like that any word of 
mine should add further to the crushing burden our 
people already bear. 

When the officers of the Zionist Organization of 
America planned this convention, they had every rea- 
son to believe that the White Paper of 1939 would 
be no more. Together with the rest of world Jewry 
they accepted the word of English and American 
statesmen that the war’s end would bring restitution 
for wrongs done to us at a time when expediency 
took precedence over moral considerations. 


We meet instead under the shadow of a new paper 
on Palestine—the declaration in the House of Com- 
mons on November 13th. What we expected was a 
new dispensation; what we got was another docu- 
ment added to those which seek to repudiate the 
original solemn covenant of 1917 between Great 
Britain and the Jewish people. 


But we are not dealing alone with a statement of 
policy on the part of His Majesty’s Government. The 
Foreign Secretary, in speaking subsequently to the 
press, took care that the world should not be misled 
by the few courteous phrases in the official document 
which sought to mitigate the hard blow. The earnest- 
ness with which this second declaration must be 
taken is emphasized by his own assertion that he is 
staking his political career on his handling of the 
Palestine problem. 

And in what spirit does the Foreign Secretary ap- 
proach the Palestine problem and its relation to the 
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Jewish people? He sounds a warning to the helpless, 
destitute and despairing remnant of European Jewry, 
stretching out its hands for the bare essentials of 
life: “If the Jews want to get too much at the head 
of the queue” they face the danger of another anti- 
Semitic reaction. What does it' mean, “getting too 
much at the head of the queue”? A simple request for 
survival, which is all that the Jews of Europe mean 
by their hunger to get to Palestine? Is it “getting too 
much at the head of the queue” if, after the slaughter 
of six million Jews, the remnant of a million and a 
half implore the shelter of the Jewish homeland? 

What a sorry epitaph the new declaration of 
policy seeks to write over the graves of six million 
of our dead. The soil of Europe is saturated with their 
innocent blood. It is also impregnated with the foul 
seeds of hate. Into that earth, infected with every 
form of economic, political and physical malady, new 
seeds are being sown now. Does the Foreign Secre- 
tary of Great Britain believe that his peculiar ad- 
monition to Jews not “to get too much at the head 
of the queue” will not be seized upon by those who 
still cling to the perverted ideals of Nazism? 


The statement of policy announced in the House 
of Commons establishes terms of reference for an 
Anglo-American Committee of Inquiry. One of these 
concerns itself with the examination of the condi- 
tions under which Jews may live in Europe. However 
such a Committee of Inquiry may operate, it cannot 
but be influenced by the directives enunciated in the 
statement to the Press, which in some respects, 
prejudges the issue. 


It is suggested that Jews “‘should be allowed to 
live where they are without discrimination if they so 
desire.” No one could cavil at that. We take it for 
granted that every Jew is morally entitled to remain 
in his land of birth or choice. But mo Jews should be 
forced to return to countries where they saw their 
wives mutilated and burned, their sons and daughters 
buried alive, their parents turned into white ash. 


The wish that Jews should be enabled to “give 
the benefits of their genius to European civilization” 
has certainly the ring, at least, of good will. But one 
wonders to what kind of life the Jews would be con- 
signed among the tombstones of the past and the 
hatreds of the present. To what purpose is the classic 
accusation brought up again that the Jews form 
“enclaves.” We are told, it is a widespread problem, 
and that “all nations are frightened of racial develop- 
ments within their states and the Jews therefore 
present a very difficult problem indeed.” Yes, indeed, 
the Jews are a persistent, unreasonable people. They 
want to survive as a group. But if they were not to 
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survive as a group they would not be able “to give 
the benefits of their genius to European civilization.” 

We are asked in one and the same breath to con- 

tinue to devote our genius to European civilization 
and to disappear by assimilation. There were many 
Jews in Germany and other countries of the West 
who tried assimilation, and have failed. Such Jews 
have been told that they dilute the culture of the 
country where they attempt it. On the other hand 
those Jews who try to make their contribution to 
civilization on the basis of their own heritage are 
accused that they form an “enclave.” On whichever 
horn of this dilemma the Jew is impaled, he is still 
gored to death. 
* Would anybody conceivably counsel the people 
of Britain or France to assimilate with the rest of 
Europe, to disappear as a separate entity? Or is as- 
similation a policy recommended only to an unwanted 
people? 

A word must be said about the rebuke to the 
Jewish Agency for its request of 100,000 certificates 
and for its refusal to accept a grant of 1,500 out of 
the balance of the White Paper quota. The Jewish 
Agency, it is alleged, was trying “to make us change 
our policy in spite of the fact that people are suffer- 
ing in Europe.” It is just because of that suffering that 
the Jewish Agency could no longer acquiesce in an 
immigration policy which stifles the hopes and speeds 
the deaths of great numbers of our people. The new 
statement makes no change in that policy and yet it is 
we, the Jewish Agency, who are being charged with 
insensitiveness to suffering. 

Despite the obstacles put in our way,—and there 
were many—we brought 500,000 Jews to Palestine. 
Had others been as sensitive as we, there would have 
been two and four times that many in Palestine today. 
But even as the jaws of death were closing on our 
people in 1939 the White Paper was issued—so that 
only a meager trickle could escape those jaws. Many 
of those who have met with a cruel death at the hands 
of the Nazis in Poland and in other countries could 
have built up a useful life in Palestine, if there had 
been a little more sensitivity. 

Throughout the war the Jewish Agency kept ap- 
pealing to the compassion of the world for aid to the 
Jews of Europe to enable them to escape. The Jewish 
Agency tried every stratagem for rescue. But the 
records disclose a lamentable lack of help on the 
part of those in power, and what was done was too 
late and too little. 

It might, perhaps, have been possible to exercise 
patience if the death-rate did not continue so ap- 
pallingly high. There are so few Jews left that each 
of them is doubly precious to us. When the war was 
on, we were told by the democracies that the millions 
of Jews had to perish because there was no way to 
reach them. Now we are told that the survivors must 
wait until another inquiry will establish the exact 
measure of help they will require. 
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I was amazed to read that a perusal of British 
state papers dating from the Balfour Declaration has 
led to the conclusion that Great Britain “never under- 
took to establish a Jewish State” but “did undertake 
to establish a... home.” It is true that in the Balfour 
Declaration and in the Mandate there is no explicit 
mention of a Jewish State. But it is quite incorrect 
to say that the promise related merely to the esablish- 
ment of a “Jewish home.” What these two docu- 
ments covenanted was the establishment of a “Na- 
tional Home for the Jewish people.” But even taking 
the term “home” at its lowest political and moral 
value, it is certainly something which one should 
be able to enter without a certificate or the prior con- 
sent of a third party. No free man on this earth can 
understand how he can be said to have a “home” 
and still be deprived of admission to it. To have a 
home is to have a place where one has freedom to 
live his own life, to invite his family, to make it grow 
as a haven of liberty and dignity for his children. 

The testimonies of Mr. Lloyd George, Lord Bal- 
four, President Wilson and of a host of men still liv- 
ing might have been called upon to supply the evi- 
dence which, strangely enough, the Foreign Secre- 
tary did not see. Had the Mandatory Power con- 
sistently and conscientiously carried out the policy 
of the Balfour Declaration, and the Palestine Man- 
date which speaks of “reconstituting their national 
home in that country,” it would inevitably have led 
to the creation of a Jewish State. There is no doubt 
that this was the view of all those who were the 
architects of this policy. 

I believe I had some part in the negotiations that 
led up to the Balfour Declaration. I also shared in 
the subsequent efforts for the implementation of that 
covenant between Great Britain and the Jewish peo- 
ple. It is, therefore, not inappropriate for me to say 
that the attempt to establish a distinction between 
the terms Jewish State and Jewish National Home is 
purely arbitrary and without foundation in fact. That 
essential of nationhood was understood by every re- 
sponsible stateman who shared in the Balfour Dec- 
laration and in the documents that succeeded it. The 
National Home was regarded as a transitory stage 
which would be permitted to grow organically 
through immigration and settlement into a Jewish 
State or Commonwealth. Mr. Lloyd George made 
this clear in his evidence before the Royal Commis- 
sion when he said, “it was contemplated that when 
the time arrived for according representative institu- 
tions to Palestine, if the Jews had meanwhile re- 
sponded to the opportunity afforded them by the idea 
of a national home and had become a definite majority 
of the inhabitants, then Palestine would thus become 
a Jewish Commonwealth.” 


The aim of Zionism is not merely to solve the 
Jewish refugee problem. It never was. Nor is the 
refugee problem limited to Europe. Any survey of 
the number of Jews who will have to find a haven in 
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Palestine must also take into account the frightful 
position of the Jews in Oriental countries. The recent 
events in Tripolitania and Egypt show how precari- 
ous is the life of minorities whose future depends on 
the temporary good-will or ill-will of the peoples 
among whom they live. But Zionism strives to save 
not merely individuals but to safeguard the future, 
nay, the very survival of the Jewish people. In the 
Balfour Declaration, and subsequently in the Man- 
date, the civilized world recognized the abnormal 
position of the Jewish people because of its home- 
lessness and gave legal sanction to the Jewish people 
to reconstitute its national life in its ancient home- 
land. Homelessness is still the problem of the Jewish 
people, and that problem can only be solved in 
Palestine. Had Zionism nothing more to offer than 
the restricted content to which it is reduced in the 
latest statement by His Majesty’s Government, it 
would never have released in the Jewish people those 
energies nor inspired that self-sacrifice which have 
been responsible for our achievements in Palestine 
during the past forty years. We can be justly proud 
of what the Zionist Movement has accomplished in 
Palestine, though it might be noted parenthetically 
that it called forth scarcely a single word of ac- 
knowledgment in the declaration in the House of 
Commons announcing the new inquiry. If any in- 
quiry is to be conducted at this time it might well be 
into the manner in which great political parties ar- 
rive at decisions of policy. One wonders what hap- 
pened to all thé documents which the Labor Party 
Leaders studiously examined during the past many 
years when they were adopting statements on Pales- 
tine that were not merely opinions but solemn pledges. 
Barely six months have passed since the National 
Executive Committee of the British Labor Party an- 
nounced in a resolution that “there is surely neither 
hope nor meaning in a Jewish National Home unless 
we are prepared to let the Jews, if they wish, enter 
this tiny land in such numbers as to become a ma- 
jority. There was a strong case for this before the 
war, and there is an irresistible case for it now.” 


In May 1945—that is just one-half a year ago, 
Dr. Hugh Dalton, a prominent member of the British 
Cabinet, said at the Labor Conference: 


“This party has laid it down and repeated it so 
recently as last April... that this time, having regard 
to the unspeakable horrors that have been perpetrated 
upon the Jews of Germany and other occupied 
countries in Europe, it is morally wrong and politi- 
cally indefensible to impose obstacles to the entry 
into Palestine now of any Jew who desired to go 
there...” 

Dr. Dalton urged further that “it is indispensable 
that steps be taken to obtain common support for a 
policy of establishing a free, happy and prosperous 
Jewish State in Palestine.” 

In his moving report to President Truman, Mr. 
Harrison referred to these decisions of the Labor 
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Party. Was Mr. Harrison naive in thinking that the 
views of the Labor Party, adopted officially at public 
meetings, would be binding upon a Labor Govern- 
ment? It is reasonable to assume that President Tru- 
man himself was motivated to his splendid act in 
pressing for the admission immediately of 100,000 
Jews because he had every right to expect a sym- 
pathetic response from those, who for so long, have 
been the fervent advocates of a progressive policy 
on Palestine. It is sad to think that instead of im- 
plementing these promises so solemnly enunciated 
an attempt is made to drive a wedge between the 
Zionist Movement and the Jewish people. Such at- 
tempts are doomed to failure. Ninety-five percent of 
the Jewish people favor the Zionist program. The 
five percent which oppose our aspirations oddly 
enough represent precisely that social group for 
which the Labor Party has such little regard. 

This Convention of the Zionist Organization of 
America inaugurates a new year of activity on behalf 
of Palestine. It has the right to know what the future 
holds, insofar as it lies in our power to mould that 
future. In August, at the London Zionist Conference, 
I reiterated the doctrine that has marked my life’s 
work: Put not your trust in princes! I know that 
the acts of governments can influence our position 
and the tempo of our work. But we are an eternal 
people, and no obstacles will for long bar the way 
to our declared goal. Others may help or hinder, but 
it is our labor, our devotion, our vision, which will 
build our own home. 

The Jewish community in Palestine is our pride. 
It is our strength. It can be counted on to lead us 
through this period of adversity, one in a series, each 
of which has culminated in new achievements and 
new growth. Palestine is in the midst of grave trials. 
They call for restraint, for moral power, for self- 
discipline. Violence is the antithesis of Jewish moral- 
ity. It is a weapon which we Jews have steadily 
abjured. 

At the same time, I would be callous to the facts 
if I did not point out that our people are gradually 
being driven into despair. Every house in Palestine 
mourns its dead. The Jews of Palestine do not strug- 
gle for their own existence, which is assured in their 
own land. They struggle so that the others who are 
homeless and helpless may share their security. Is 
there anywhere on this earth a more moving exam- 
ple of the selflessness and idealism of a community? 
Can it fail to touch even those who would sacrifice 
moral justice for political expediency? 

The Jews of Palestine—and in this they reflect the 
hearts of Jews everywhere—cannot understand how 
mankind can stand by and see the remnant of Euro- 
pean Jewry perish, when the bridge to safety and 
salvation is so close. 

I firmly believe that sooner or later the cause of 
Justice will triumph. We know that there is room 
in Palestine with proper development, for millions 
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to come; and that such development will benefit not 
only Palestine but the whole Middle East. I have 
watched with pride the two or three groups of young 
men who have brought water to small patches of 
the parched Negev and made things grow where 
nothing has sprouted for thousands of years. What 
these small experiments have proved has been con- 
firmed by careful scientific examination by distin- 
guished American engineers who have assured us 
that in the Negev alone hundreds of thousands of set- 
tlers could be accommodated. There can be no doubt 
that the economic absorptive capacity of the country 
can be increased manifold through agricultural and 
industrial development. But absorptive capacity can- 
not be gathered from the trees, It must be created 
by the application of energy, initiative, and capital. 
It must be carefully and scientifically planned, and 
we must have, above all, the right to plan and exe- 
cute; and such right has not been given to us in 
proper measure in the past. This right must be 
accorded to us now. We must be encouraged and 
not hampered in our tasks of development, for only 
thus can the tension in Palestine be relieved, and the 
cooperation between the two peoples, Jews and Arabs, 
be furthered for the benefit of both. 

We are engaged in one of the greatest humani- 
tarian enterprises. It is true that we are moved by 
the instinct of national self-preservation; but very 
rarely has the right to existence of a people been 
asserted with such attendant benefits to others. We 
who are conscious that every Jewish life saved in 
Palestine has improved the condition of an Arab life, 
shall continue with our work. As we have drained 
the swamps of Jezreel and the Emek Khefer, we shall 
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irrigate the wastes of the Negev; as we have har- 
nessed the waters of the Jordan, so we shall turn the 
Jordan Valley into one of the great irrigation projects 
of the world, giving life and sustenance to hundreds 
of thousands. In all these creative acts we have taken 
and shall take nothing from the Arabs. We have 
built on our own foundations, and we have created 
our own absorptive capacity. We do not believe that 
the conscience of the world will permit this process 
to be stifled by temporary political considerations. 


It is perhaps in this field of development more 
than in any other that we look to the United States 
for help and assistance now that this country has 
associated herself more closely and actively with the 
fate of Palestine and the Jewish people. I may be 
permitted at this point to give respectful expression 
of our thanks to your President for his request to 
His Majesty’s Government for the immediate admis- 
sion of 100,000 Jews into Palestine, and for his deep 
and sincere interest in, and solicitude for, the Jewish 
people and their national aspirations. 


To you meeting here at the convention of the 
Zionist Organization of America, I want to express 
my personal gratitude for the strength and encour- 
agement which has come from your ranks. You have 
indeed risen to the full measure of your responsibility 
in pressing our people’s cause. The Administration 
which now comes into office already carries a heavy 
burden. It can be and, I am sure, will be lightened 
by every Jew in America who realizes that Zion Re- 
born holds the key to the survival of our people. 


I wish all of you God’s blessing. Together we shall 
build a free and democratic Jewish State. 


The Parachutists 


ENZo SERENI 


SHORT WHILE AGO, we received word from 
Jerusalem that Enzo Sereni was alive in a hos- 
pital in the Russian zone in Germany—“ exhausted.” 
But a second cable made it clear that the first report 
was an error, like all the other rumors as to his fate 
which had kept his family and friends wavering be- 
tween hope and despair for months. Now we know 
definitely and can no longer even hope. Enzo Sereni 
was murdered on November 18, 1944 in Dachau. 
Enzo Sereni died a Jewish soldier who had volun- 
teered for an extremely dangerous mission. He was 
one of a score of Jewish men and women from Pales- 
tine, members of agricultural communes, who en- 
listed in the parachute mission, organized at the end 
of 1943 by the late Eliahu Golomb. On the basis of 
an understanding between the Jewish Agency and 
certain British Army authorities, these men and 


women were parachuted into eight enemy countries 
for a double purpose: to carry out certain vital and 
dangerous missions for the British Army and to 
bring aid to the surviving Jews in those countries. 
Enzo Sereni volunteered for this work and insisted 
that he be sent to his native land—lItaly. 

Early in 1944, he was parachuted into Mussolini’s 
fascist “republic.” He was not heard from again. At 
the war’s end, those who had participated in this work 
began to filter back singly (according to last reports, 
very few have returned). Enzo Sereni was not among 
them. Two British officers who had been imprisoned 
in Germany, reported that they met Enzo in Dachau. 
The “parachutists” had to pretend that they were 
English soldiers who were forced to drop on enemy 
soil accidentally, but the Germans suspected that 
Sereni had not come to Italy by chance. He was 
taken to Dachau. The British officers were trans- 
ferred to another camp and they did not know what 
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had happened to him. During the last few months, 
many rumors have reached Palestine regarding Enzo’s 
fate—good and bad rumors. And now—comes the 
confirmation of his death. 

Among those who constitute the nucleus of the 
Palestine labor movement, Enzo Sereni had a very 
special place. His background, his path towards Zion- 
‘ism and the labor movement, his extraordinary abili- 
ties and interests, his temperament—all together 
served to make him outstanding among his comrades. 

Enzo Sereni came from an old, distinguished Jew- 
ish family in Italy. His grandfather, Angelo Sereni, 
was an elder in the Jewish community. His father 
was a professor of medicine in the University of Rome 
and personal physician to the Italian king. The Jew- 
ishness of his home was very tenuous. He used to 
enjoy telling of a talk he had with his father when 
as a lad of thirteen or fourteen he was drawn to 
Zionism. His father asked him: 

“You say that the Jews are a nation—but the first 
characteristic of national identity is language. Jews 
once spoke Hebrew. But that language is dead. How 
can Jews be a nation if they haven’t even a language?” 

A bit confused, Enzo went to his mentor in Zion- 
ism, Moshe Beilinson. Beilinson told him that not 
only was Hebrew being revived in Palestine, but that 
millions of Jews in the Diaspora speak a language 
of their own—Yiddish. Most of them know no other 
language. Enzo, satisfied, went to his father to tell 
him what his teacher had said. When he came to the 
part about the millions of Jews who speak Yiddish, 
his father impatiently interrupted his report: “My 
son, if you want to be a Zionist—I cannot interfere. 
But I beg you not to tell me fairy tales . . .” 

* * * 

From this environment Enzo Sereni started his 
journey to the living and integral Jewishness of the 
new Palestine, the labor movement, and the Aibbutz. 

After the first World War, a small group of Zion- 
ist youth organized in Rome, called themselves “Avo- 
dah” (“Labor”), and attempted to plant on Italian 
soil the ideology of the khalutz. 

In this group, Enzo Sereni, and his wife, Ada, the 
daughter of a wealthy, thoroughly assimilated old 
Jewish-Italian family, learned Zionism. In 1926, 
after Enzo completed his studies in the department of 
philosophy of the University of Rome, he and his 
wife came to Palestine. 

Enzo’s name is connected with the kibbutz “Givat 
Brenner.” He was one of the founders of this com- 
mune, noted among other things for its success in the 
mutual “assimilation” of eastern and western Euro- 
pean Jews. Sereni made it possible that this commune 
be granted the land on which it is now settled. 

I have before me the mimeographed Passover 
Hagadah of Givat Brenner, 1936. Part of the text 
contains the story of the founding of the commune. 

“And there was despair in the land, doubt of the vision, 


and disbelief in the redemption. And there was sorrow 
in the land and its doors were closed and the paths were 
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empty. There remained in Rekhovot a small group of 
immigrants from Lithuania. 

“And to the commune there came word: there is a 
parcel of land in the possession of the National Fund 
in Rekhovot. And the people of the kvutzah said: Come 
let us settle there. And they said: Let us make a start, 
a beginning until the others will come. 

“And what they spake, they did. 

“And word came to them. There is in Germany a 
group of Jews preparing for Palestine. This group has 
been waiting for three years to ‘ascend.’ They called 
themselves Kibbutz Kherut (freedom). They had a 
prescience of the fate which loomed over German Jewry. 
And the first people from Kherut came to the land— 
the harbingers of the fifth aliyah, 

“And there were good days in this place and the joy 
of aliyah abounded. But unseen, there crept a doubt: 
Who knows how long the love between the Jewish 
tribes will last, and who can know that the desire for 
redemption will not fade? Varied are the wanderings of 
hearts, and there is the difficulty of languages, and the 
travail of rooting oneself in the soil and in Jewish 
traditions. 

“And the scourge of speculation spread through the 
land. And the workers were afraid they would not be 
able to settle in this place which they had come to love. 
One day an automobile stopped before their house. From 
the automobile there stepped Hankin,* the redeemer ot 
Jewish soil, and he spake to the young workers: ‘A rich 
man has come from the British Isles. He has seen this 
soil and he is pleased with it and wishes to purchase it. 
Verily I would rather you had this land. Hurry then— 
lest you be too late!’ 

“And there was one worker and his wife and two 
children, and the name of this man was Khayim and 
the name of his wife—Ada, and they came from an old 
tribe which had been banished from Jerusalem in the 
days of Titus, and the man saw that there was no 
assistance and the spirit of faith came upon him and 
he cried out: ‘Let this land be given to us! I will be 
responsible for it and I will find money to pay for this 
land.’ 

“And when the contract was signed for the land, one 
of the elders spake to Khayim: ‘You are still a young 
man and Hankin is old. How then did you ensnare him 
in a purchase, when you do not know how you will pay 
for it?’ 

“And Khayim replied: ‘I am not feeble—and here 
are my two children—ample guarantee for this purchase.’ 

“And the land belonged to the workers. And a meet- 
ing was held to decide on a name for the settlement. 
One said ‘Bitzaron’ and another answered ‘No, ‘Shaarei 
Hanegev’ must be the name,’ and still a third spoke: 
‘Let this hill bear the name of Joseph Khayim Brenner, 
who in life healed our wounds and in his martyr’s death 
left us such a rich heritage.’ And so it was.” 


* * * 


This courage of the young man who took upon 
himself the responsibility for the purchase of the 
land of Givat Brenner, was the key to Enzo’s person- 
ality. But this is a small example of the daring he 
showed on the uphill road from his comfortable home 
in Rome to martyrdom in Dachau. 

What sort of person was this? How did he come 
to us? Where did this little Italian draw the spiritual 
strength to change from what he was to what he 





* Joshua Hankin, who died last month. 
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became? No matter what our answer was, it filled us 
with pride that our ideal could produce a love so 
whole and sure and true. 

He constantly evoked our wonder and admiration. 
The heterogeneous idioms of his speech and thought 
—products of the different environments which 
molded his personality—which had not yet poured 
into one language; the probing expression on the 
tanned face of the professor’s son; the free and easy 
manner of the Palestinian worker who prefers the 
company of the carefree; the avid, lively eyes open to 
beauty in everything; the light, witty tongue of the 
skeptical Italian—and the zealous, fanatic concen- 
tration on the deed, on the duties of the day, the con- 
cern for each moment which passes without achieve- 
ment. 

He came to the United States from Nazi Germany 
eight or nine years ago. He spoke little of his work 
there, but we had heard of his role in building a 
German Hekhalutz in the Hitler years as a represen- 
tative of the Histadrut to disaster-stricken German 
Jewry. In this extraordinary representative of labor 
Palestine, there was something of the temperament 
of an Italian condottiere. Spellbound, we listened to 
tales of Enzo’s adventures in Hitlerland as an educa- 
tor of Jewish youth to a new way of life, and of his 
smuggling Jewish possessions to safer use in Palestine 
under the noses of the Gestapo. 


He came here with great hopes and plans. But 
the ground was not ready and he had no patience 
for routine work. During the months of his stay, he 
left bright memories with all of us—especially the 
youth, a number of whom, under his guidance, came 
to a decision about becoming khalutzim. His death 
will be especially felt by the young Americans in 
Kfar Blum, and the others waiting for aliyah—here. 

His friends will tell about Enzo as they saw him 
at his home in Givat Brenner. They will tell about 
the war years and his work as an organizer of the 
anti-fascist underground among Italians, of his dual 
mission to Iraq as an officer in the British Intelligence 
Service and builder of Hekhalutz, bringing to the 
Jewish youth in distant Arab lands Brenner’s call to 
self-defense—and his friends will tell of his last, 
tragic mission. 

We saw only a small part of this remarkable energy 
—but that is unforgettable. His personality and his 
life remain a constant source of warmth, encourage- 
ment, and inspiration. What brought him to us? Not 
a personal need, no external pressure. He grew up in 
a country which knew little of anti-Semitism. Enzo 
loved the Italian people; he could tolerate no ill word 
against them. (And the last years showed how justi- 
fied his faith was. There were not many people whose 
most simple sons showed so much humanity toward 
Jews as did the Italians. ) 


I remember his playfulness: “Listen, fellow 
worker,” he would pause in the middle of the street— 
“you know that Zionism does not necessarily have to 


15 


succeed. Yes, it might end in disaster. I want to know, 
if this should really happen (well, all right, God 
forbid! ), what will become of you—a Communist 
or a pious Jew?” He would cock his head mis- 
chievously. 

“A pious Jew,” I answered. 

At that, he slapped my back: “Good! If so.—you 
are a Zionist.” 

He was a courageous soldier of Zionism, because 
for him, it was neither a program nor an ideology— 
but a dedication, a mixture of love and anger and 
care. Love of Jewish destiny, anger at the fate of the 
Diaspora; care for the seeds of this new life. 

It was good to come up out of a New York subway, 
with its Jewish passengers who are outwardly so 
familiar and yet are strangers, and suddenly run into 
Enzo, surrounded by his small family, his Ada and 
their three children. It was good to look at these 
dark, finely chiselled southern faces, to listen to the 
sounds of lilting Hebrew on their lips, and think: Not 
all is decline—there is renewal too; not all vanishes— 
there is also regeneration. The roots of Zionism thrive 
even in the arid deserts of the world. 

His murderers were perhaps the only witnesses 
of Enzo’s last moments. But those who knew him, 
cannot doubt what his last thoughts were: his home 
which bears the name of Joseph Khaim Brenner; his 
wife and companion on the road from Rome to Givat 
Brenner; his oldest daughter in uniform and his sec- 
ond daughter in the fields of his village, his son who 
already carries the burden of work and self-defense 
on his young shoulders. 

In the small circle of Italian Zionists from which 
Enzo came to us, there was a popular term, “ritornati” 
—“returners” or “home-comers.” They, the children 
of those weak generations about which S. D. Luzatto 
warned us in the early days of the Emancipation, 
sought a way back to the people. Enzo Sereni sought 
this way with a devotion which had no equal—and, 
driven by the spirit of a khalutz, he found it in the 
crucible in which the children of the Diaspora, from 
east and west, again become one people. 


SHLOMO GRODZENSKY 


HANNAH SZENES (1921-44) 


OME of the parachutists, like Enzo Sereni, were 
well known. But most of them are unknown to 
us, they were of the “rank and file.” One of these was 
Hannah Szenes, a name which until now was known 
only to her family, a few friends, and her neighbors in 
the fishing village ““Water-Fields” in Samaria. Today 
we know: this unknown girl was one of the anony- 
mous leaders of our generation. 

Hannah Szenes was born in Budapest, Hungary, 
on June 17, 1921, to an assimilated family. (During 
the emancipation era, Hungary was one of the centers 
of assimilation in Europe; however, it is also Herzl’s 
birthplace.) In her early youth, Hannah joined the 
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khalutz movement. At nineteen she went to Palestine 
—in September, 1939—in the first days of the second 
World War. She entered the agricultural school for 
girls in Nahalal, organized a group of students to live 
in the communal settlements. In 1942, she joined the 
kvutzah “Water Fields” (S’dot Yam) in Caesaria 
near Khadera. (“Water-fields” is reminiscent of a 
line in Saul Chernikhovsky’s poem: “My heart is 
drawn to water-fields . . .”). She lived and worked in 
the kvutzah until the end of 1943, when the para- 
chute group was organized. She was one of three girls 
who participated in this activity. On March 10, 1944, 
she left on her mission. She spent the first few months 
in Yugoslavia, among the partisans. But she was 
drawn to Hungary—this was a more dangerous mis- 
sion, and besides, her mother was in Budapest. Her 
Palestinian friends tried to dissuade her, but she was 
adamant. On June 10, 1944, she crossed the Hunga- 
rian border with the help of Yugoslavian partisans. 
She was caught and thrown into prison. Before her 
death, one of her private dreams was realized: she 
saw her mother in the Budapest prison. She was shot 
on July 11, 1944, and was buried in the Jewish 
cemetery. 

She had succeeded in smuggling several letters 
from Yugoslavia to one of her brothers, a member of 
the kibbutz Maagan (“Anchorage”). In one of the 
letters, she wrote: “I was delighted to hear that you 
are happy and satisfied. —I am, too, despite my sor- 
row at being so far away from you. I have had a num- 
ber of interesting experiences. My dear, I am worried 
about the fate of our mother, just as you are, and it is 
horrible that I can’t do anything about it.” 

Before she left on her mission, she gave her diary 
and a notebook of her poems to her kvutzah. All of 
the poems were written in Hebrew. The first notation 
in her diary, which was written in Hebrew—in tight 
uncertain sentences—speaks of the “White Paper” 
and it is with this entry that excerpts from her diary 
start. 

* * * 

These are almost all the known facts about this 
girl who came to her end at the age of 23. We learn 
of her inner world, this girl from far-off strange Hun- 
gary, this student in the Agricultural School for Girls, 
this khaverah of the fishing village “Water-Fields’— 
through the words which she wrote privately in her 
diary and in her poems which no strange eye read 
during her life. 


Hannah Szenes: From Her Diary 
Budapest, April 18, 1939 

I want to read the Bible in Hebrew, although I 
know that it will be very difficult, but the language is 
so beautiful, and the spirit of our people lives in it. My 
brother is also learning Hebrew and at the end of his 
letter he writes: “It is good to die for our land.”* This 
sentiment is very real at this particular time because 





* Joseph Trumpeldor’s last words.—Trans. 


JEWISH FRONTIER 


these are such trying days in Palestine. The English 
have issued a “White Paper” which is a terrible blow 
—all Jews must fight against it. 


Budapest, July 21, 1939 

I have it! I have my certificate! I am so happy, so 
excited. I don’t know what to write. I can’t believe it. 
I keep reading the letter which brought the news. I 
have no words to express what I feel. All I feel is joy. 
My mother can’t feel about it as I do and I understand 
that. It is a severe blow for her. But she is truly a 
heroine. I will always remember her sacrifice. There 
are not many mothers who would behave as she has. 


Nahalal, November.2, 1939 

I’ve been dreaming and weaving plans, just as if 
there were nothing else happening in the world. As it 
there were no war and no slaughter. Thousands are 
killed every day. German planes are bombing Eng- 
land, Greece. Our little Palestine lies quietly in the 
very center. And I sit here and dream of the future. 
What are my private dreams? 

One of the beautiful visions: I am a teacher of 
poultry breeding in Moshvei Ovdim (cooperative 
smallholders villages). I travel from place to place, 
visit each colony, advise, help organize, make pedi- 
gree charts, develop groups, give a short course in 
the evening about vital things, and generally get to 
know the people and their life, to wander about the 
country. 

Another plan: to teach (it seems as if I only want 
to teach) in a nursery or a district school for agricul- 
ture. The old dream: to link children with the soil. 

Third: a plan of which I dream only on rare occa- 
sions. No agriculture, no children in this dream. Only 
to write—write stories or a play or I don’t know 
what. Sometimes I think that I have talent and I have 
no right to neglect it. On the other hand, I argue that 
if I really have talent, it will come of itself, without 
any effort on my part: if I feel an urge to write—I’ll 
write. But the language makes it difficult. I have pro- 
gressed considerably during this year but so much still 
lies ahead. 

And that’s not all. I have still another dream: to 
live in a kibbutz. This can be tied in with other plans. 
Sometimes I feel a great urge for kibbutz life. I be- 
lieve that I could really make a go of it, if I can work 
in a congenial place. 


Nahalal, April 12, 1941 

Sometimes I feel that I have a mission to fulfill. I 
don’t exactly know what my mission is (everyone has 
a mission in life). But it seems to me that I have a re- 
sponsibility towards others, that I owe them some- 
thing. And again, it occurs to me that this is sheer 
nonsense. Why these efforts of the individual—what 
good am I? 


S’dot-Y am, September 18, 1941 

Yesterday we were in Caesaria, at the water carni- 
val. It was my first opportunity to see the place. It is 
so beautiful and I wanted so much to stay. Not only 
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the beauty of the scenery, but also the thought that 
this is a tremendous undertaking which is just start- 
ing, in which I want to participate. I also know that 
in many ways they need me and I would be able to 
gain a lot here. I am drawn to the idea of devoting 
myself to a great goal, a great adventure. 

The horizon which looks out to the ocean and the 
fields catches my fancy and strengthens my desire to 
do something great and significant. The atmosphere 
of the kvutzah is intimate and homey. Before noon, I 
walked among the ruins,* in the afternoon—in “our 
fields,” those that will be ours. When I looked at the 
waves racing to the shore with foam and fury, becom- 
ing still when they break at the edge, I thought: Our 
noise, enthusiasm, and anger is perhaps very much 
the same. 

S’dot-Y am, January 7, 1942 

I find it difficult to hold a pen. My hands are numb 
after a day of washing. I am now working in the 
laundry full-time, and I have learned that even in this 
work, one can find interest and satisfaction. But the 
day is too short. After work, there is very little time or 
energy left to read, to learn to commune with people. 
A crumb of everything—and not one substantial 
thing. 

Caesaria, January 8, 1943 

This week unnerved me. I was obsessed by a 
thought: I must go to Hungary, now, to help organize 
a youth aliyah and to bring my mother here. I know 
the hopelessness of this thought, but nevertheless it 
seems to me that it is possible and I want to try to do 
it. Finally, one idea crystallized: I must bring my 
mother here. I must do everything possible to bring 
her here. The chances are very slight right now, but 
who knows? 


Caesaria, January 22, 1944 

How strangely things turn out sometimes. On Jan- 
uary 8th, I wrote a few words about a sudden thought 
which shook me. A few days ago, we were visited by 
a khaver from Kvutzah M and in the evening we ar- 
ranged to meet in order to chat of “his news and 
mine.” But after a few brief words, it became clear 
that we were going to talk about something quite dif- 
ferent. A mission is being organized . . . just exactly 
the thing which I thought of. I was stunned by the co- 
incidence, and of course my answer was: “I am ready.” 

The thing is still in the planning stage but he as- 
sured me that he will apply to the necessary places be- 
cause he believes in many ways I am fit for this work. 
I feel rather overwhelmed by it, just as I felt when I 
was preparing to come to Palestine. Even then I was 
upset. I was troubled, could not rest. I knew that I 
would go regardless of the difficulties which con- 
fronted me. And now I feel the same obsession about 
an important and necessary thing—and also the fatal- 
ism of the thing. It is possible that all this will come 
to naught. There will come a brief message that it has 





* Caesaria is the site of many ruins of the Roman period. Trans. 
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been postponed, or that I will not be taken after all. 
But I am convinced that I have the qualities necessary 
for this work—and I will do everything possible so 
that I can go. 

I can’t fall asleep at night because of the pictures 
that flash before my eyes. How will I behave in this 
situation—how will I act in that situation? How will 
I let my mother know of my coming? How will I or- 
ganize the youth? Everything is so hazy now. We will 
see what the future brings. 

Caesaria, May 27, 1944 

I am now completely absorbed in one thing—my 
departure. It is very close and real. It is possible that 
I will be called in the next few days. 

I imagine all sorts of situations, and sometimes I 
wonder: “Leave this land, this freedom?” I would like 
to fill myself with fresh air, so that I will be able to 
breathe in the stifling Diaspora and give breath to 
those who do not yet know the taste of freedom. But 
these are only thoughts around the definite fact that I 
have to leave. The difficulties and dangers are not 
quite clear to me, but I have a feeling that I will be 
able to do my work. I regard everything that has hap- 
pened up to now as a preparation for this work. 


Caesaria, May 29, 1944 

I am waiting to be called. I can’t think of anything 
else. I wonder if those around me see any change in 
me. I do my daily work as usual. But sometimes it 
seems to me as if I view everything around me from a 
distance. I do not want to tie myself with any person. 
It will be easier to leave. No—that is a lie. I would 
like to have someone very close. I want only one 
thing, that this suspense and tension should not drag 
on and on, that I will soon be accomplishing things. 
As for the rest—I am not afraid of anything and I am 
secure within myself and ready for everything. 


Caesaria, June 14, 1944 

This week I leave for Egypt .. . I have been called. 
I am a soldier. I want to believe that what I am doing 
is right and that I am doing what I want to do. Time 
will tell the rest. 


From Her Poems: ’ 


In flames of war, in burning lands, 
Midst seas that are a bloody span 
I light my tiny lantern 

To seek, to seek—man. 


The fire’s flames dim my lantern 
The blaze of fire blinds my eyes 
How will I see or know or recognize 
Him, when he’ll before me rise? 


Give me a sign, God, a mark on his forehead 
That despite fire, ruins, blood, I can 

Perceive the pure eternal spark 

And know him whom I seek—man. 


(The first poem) 
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ON THE SHORE OF CAESARIA 
God, may it never cease: 
The sands, the seas, 
The waters’ sigh, 
The shining sky, 
Man’s pleas. 


TO THE MOTHERS IN DIASPORA 


A day and two, a week and two 
A year and two—to pine 
For a letter, a word, a sign. 


Long nights black as ink 
To sit and to think 
Nightmares’ outline. 


To hide in these days 
Of blood and fear 
A tear. 


And what can we say? 
Just a glance, just the phrase: 
Mother dear. 


* 
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You ARE Not ALONE 


You are not alone. Here is your sea. 
The sand, the shore, the sea, the waves, 
Of the dreams, the hopes that brought you here. 


They waited for your coming. They stayed: 
The sand, the shore, the sea, the waves 
They knew: the black night would bring you here. 


And the myriad eyes in the sky 
Wink into your two from on high 
Stealing from the endless sea a tear. 


To DIE... 
To die ...so young... to die... no, no, not I. 
I love the warm, sunny skies, 
Light, songs, shining eyes, 
I want no war, no battle cry 
No, no... not I. 


But if it must be that I live today 
With blood and death on every hand, 
Praised be He for the grace, I'll say 
To live, if I should die this day— 
Upon your soil, my home, my land. 

* 


Hail the match which burned out yet lit the flames 

Hail the flames which burned deep in the hearts so gravely 
Hail the hearts that knew how to stop beating so bravely 
Hail the match which burned out yet lit the flames. 


(The last poem) 


Translated by DOROTHY H. KLEIN 


The Communist Party’s New Turn 


by Bernard Noskin 


one THE very founding of the Communist In- 
ternational, the policies of the Communist Par- 
ties, in all countries, all over the world, have been 
marked by erratic oscillations from one course to an- 
other, now ultra-revolutionary, now ultra-reformist; 
sometimes, the same phrases, even the same argu- 
ments were used to justify opposing policies. 

Political parties in the United States may roughly 
be divided into two classes: patronage parties and 
parties of principle. In the first, belong our two major 
parties. Save for a generation after the establishment 
of the Constitution, it has never been otherwise in our 
history. They have principles, it is true, but they are 
rather principles “of a sort”; the same general notions 
of policy are found in both rival parties. Before elec- 
tions they write programs which are pretty nearly 
alike, containing much the same promises, and in any 
case, certain to be forgotten after the election. Each 
party comprises elements of reaction and of progress, 
and the party’s outlook is decided from week to week 


as the political leaders gauge the feelings of the elec- 
torate. 

The parties of principle, what the Germans would 
call “Gesinnungsparteien,” are really not political 
parties at all, but evangelist groups spreading propa- 
ganda for their political ideas. The programs of most 
of them (not of the Socialist Labor Party, for ex- 
ample) change with the times, but on the whole they 
show a good measure of internal consistency and ad- 
herence to a single set of ideas. The Communist Party, 
however, cannot be grouped under either of these rub- 
rics, since, though outwardly a party of the second 
class, and commonly assumed to belong to that cate- 
gory, it is really sui gemeris in American politics. Ac- 
tually, its adherence is not to any theory, principle, or 
set of ideas, but to the necessities, real or imagined, of 
a government, and that a foreign one, the Soviet re- 
gime; in form and profession a political party, the 
Communist Party more nearly approaches a civil 
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militia, or a militant-religious Order such as the 
Jesuits. 

In January, 1944, shortly after the Communist 
International had been announced as liquidated, the 
Communist Party was declared dissolved and a 
“Communist Political Association,’ under the same 
management, was proclaimed as its successor. Appar- 
ently, the “duce” or “chief” of the Party decreed its 
dissolution without even submitting the matter to a 
vote of those whom one would imagine to be most 
concerned, the membership, for we read the com- 
plaint (made long afterward, it is true) that “it was 
possible for the decision to dissolve the Communist 
Party to be railroaded over the membership, which 
was accorded the privilege of offering proposals for 
the name of the successor organization in regard to 
the creation of which it had not been consulted.” 
(Article of V. V. Jerome, Political Affairs, August, 
1945.) : 

At the time of the dissolution there was near unan- 
imity as to the desirability of the course, or to employ 
the word generally current, the “line” taken. Only 
two members of the Polburo (political bureau) dis- 
sented, Messrs, Foster and Darcy, and the opposition 
of only one, Darcy, was sufficiently violent to invite 
expulsion. In the Party, or rather as it now came to be 
called, the Association’s Press, Browder, who as party 
leader had, of course, been foremost in promulgating 
the new line and had written a book about it, was ful- 
somely praised as a Marxist-Leninist of exemplary 
wisdom and discernment; not one sour note was 
heard in the orchestra. For another year and more 
Browder had sat unmolested on his throne, resplen- 
dent in the triple crown of Marx, Lenin, and Stalin, 
when in April, 1945 the Cahiers du Communisme 
published an article by a certain Jacques Duclos, 
Browder’s French counterpart, “clarifying” for its 
readers the dissolution of the Communist Party of the 
U. S. A. and the creation of the Communist Political 
Association. 

The Duclos article does not speak harshly of Brow- 
der; it merely reproaches him for dissolving the Com- 
munist Party, asserting this decision to be a mistake. 
In contrast to the usual Communist polemics it sets 
forth Browder’s position fairly and at great length, 
never calling names or tearing text from context. Yet, 
this article, dutifully re-published in the United States 
by Browder, was immediately taken by the comrades 
as a mark that their leader was now in disfavor. All at 
once, the crown was removed from the offending 
head of the chief. The party intellectuals—“theoreti- 
cians” is their self-assumed title—hastened to find 
chapter and verse in the writings of Marx, Lenin, and 
Stalin for the condemnation of their erstwhile leader. 
He who had been the epitome of Marxist-Leninist 
wisdom was now laughed to scorn as a blundering 
fool. 

Here we meet with a phenomenon unknown any- 
where save in the Communist Party, and incompre- 
hensible if we classify the Communists as a party of 
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principle: the loud, shrill self-flagellation of its 
“theoreticians” and chieftains. The Communist lead- 
ers seem to vie with each other in self-exposure and 
chastisement. They make confessions so self-deprecia- 
tory that in any organization of men and women 
grouped to further a principle, these self-reproaches 
ordinarily would and should exclude them from ever 
holding positions of trust or expounding ideas to the 
public. Let us pause for a moment at this sample. It is 
A. B. Magill, associate editor of the New Masses, con- 
tributing to a “pre-convention discussion” (Political 
Affairs, August, 1945): 

“... Iam not part of our national leadership, but 
there is no reason why the thousands of readers of the 
New Masses, of which I am an associate editor, should 
for that reason overlook the fact that I too helped lead 
them astray. It was none other than I who in June, 1944 
wrote two articles in New Masses on cartels; in the first 
of which I ridiculed the bourgeois and Social-Democrat 
theories after World War I that cartels would be instru- 
ments of stability and peace—and in the second article 
defended this idea in regard to cartels after the present 
war... When I ask what led me to such folly, I must 
note that, apart from the bourgeois and petty bourgeois 
pressures that affected the movement as a whole, in my 
own case habits of lazy thinking were a contributory fac- 
tor... Lazy thinking also manifested itself in a tendency 
to seek in the Marxist-Leninist classics not illumination 
in the problems of today but apt quotations to corrobo- 
rate ready-made solutions ... ” 

Imagine, if you can, the editor of this journal de- 
claring: “I wrote a few articles last year on Socialist- 
Zionism which were foolish and led you astray. What 
caused me to do this? Well, I was mentally lazy at the 
time and moreover was under the influence of anti- 
Socialist and anti-Zionist notions.” If we can suppose 
him writing anything of the sort, he would immedi- 
ately lose the confidence both of the men and women 
sponsoring this publication and of its readers, and his 
dismissal would follow without question. This is not 
so in the Communist Party because that body is really 
a militia, obedient to its designated commanders and 
to the “line” laid down by them. It is not accidental 
that the word “line” as the common designation for a 
policy or course of action has been made popular by 
Communist usage; the military analogue from whence 
ultimately it derives is that of a “line of march,” the 
direction taken by an army. Those of us with memor- 
ies stretching back before the Communist irruption in 
the 1920’s will recall that Socialist parties never em- 
ployed the phrase “party line” to refer to their pro- 
gram or policy. 

When the line directs self-flagellation, the penitent 
wields the whip unmercifully and calls the attention 
of all and sundry to his abasement. What seems ab- 
surd and even amusing to the non-Communist spec- 
tator is to the Communist but proof of true, soldierly 
devotion. Here, for instance, is an excerpt from the 
speech of Gilbert Green as reported in Political 
Affairs, July, 1945: 

“My own share of responsibility I consider particu- 
larly great. I did not follow blindly—I was firmly con- 
vinced that the main line was correct ... In fact, in seek- 
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ing theoretical justification for our policies, I was one 
of those who contributed to the further revision of our 
basic body of Marxist-Leninist principles. Unable to 
make the line fit the theory, I began to reshape the theory 


to fit the line. Such errors cannot be considered as small 
ones = 


That the shift in the Communist line is the out- 
come of the altered position in which the Soviet 
Union finds itself after the victory over the Axis is a 
proposition painfully obvious to anyone who has fol- 
lowed the twists and turns of Communist policy. It is 
surely no accident that the Duclos article was not 
published until April, 1945 when the thunder of 
Soviet cannon could be heard in the streets of Berlin. 

The Communists are of course aware that, now 
that the war has been won, a program of class col- 
laboration no longer suits their purposes; but what is 
more to the point, it seems likely that the Soviet posi- 
tion in Europe is far stronger than the Kremlin had 
ever imagined to be possible. One sentence of the 
Duclos article is particularly revealing. “The Teheran 
agreements,” he writes, “mean to Earl Browder that 
the greatest part of Europe, west of the Soviet Union, 
will probably be reconstituted on a bourgeois demo- 
Cratic and not a fascist-capitalist or Soviet basis.” Ex- 
actly so; Stalin’s position at Teheran, while strong 
enough, did not envisage the Soviet occupation of so 
much of Europe, short of Scandinavia, the Low Coun- 
tries, France, Italy, and the Iberian peninsula. If 
Europe were reconstituted on a “bourgeois demo- 
cratic” basis, Stalin could ill afford to offend the two 
other partners in the Triumvirate. Now, he can not 
only coolly take the risk; he can do more: he can 
deliberately dig away at the insecure, precarious foot- 
hold that Britain and the United States retain in 
Europe. 


Apparently the Communists are not yet sure how 
far they ought to go in the new direction. The new 
turn is not a direct right-about face like that taken on 
August 21, 1939 or again in June, 1941. Foster cau- 
tioned the comrades against rushing to extremes. The 
new Draft Resolution makes no complete break with 
the policy of the United Front; indeed, it even repeats 
many of the old phrases. Thus, “. . . it is essential to 
weld together and consolidate the broadest national 
coalition of all anti-fascist and democratic forces in- 
cluding all supporters of Roosevelt’s anti-Axis pol- 
icies.” This is the stock language of the United Front, 
but it is double talk; the new Draft Resolution also 
contains phrases that can serve a quite different pur- 
pose. Browder has been repudiated but he was not ex- 
pelled from the Party. Is he being held in reserve 
against the contingency of another switch in the 
Party line? ; 

The dominant theme of the new Communist prop- 
aganda is no longer the identity of interest of the 
three principal Allied powers, which was the leading 
motif from the summer of 1941 to the spring of this 
year. Now, the old Leninist phrases about monopoly 
capital, finance capital, cartels, imperialism are trotted 
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out to prove that this country is dominated by greedy, 
blood lusting, imperialist monopoly capital. It is not 
true, we are told, that “American capital supported 
the war against Nazi Germany . . . because of the 
hatred of fascism or a desire to liberate suffering 
Europe from -he heel of Nazi despotism.” Rather it 
was “because it recognized in Hitler Germany a dan- 
gerous imperialist rival determined to rule the world. 
From the very inception of the struggle against fas- 
cism, American finance capital feared the democratic 
consequences of defeating Hitler Germany.” (Amen- 
ded Draft Resolution, Political Affairs, July, 1945.) 
The same Resolution continues: “They [American 
capitalists | are trying to organize a new cordon sami- 
taire against the Soviet Union which bore the main 
brunt of the war against the Nazis and which is the 
staunchest champion of national freedom, democracy, 
and world peace.” 


When the Communists talk of the “democratic 
consequences of defeating Hitler Germany” suppos- 
edly feared so much by this country, what do they 
mean if not a Soviet Europe? Has not Duclos already 
propounded the three alternatives: Europe reconsti- 
tuted on a bourgeois democratic, a fascist-capitalist, or 
a Soviet basis? Isn’t the dethronement of Browder an 
express repudiation of the first alternative, and since 
the second is unthinkable, what remains but the third? 
And since it is scarcely credible to suppose that this 
country will look with favor upon a Soviet-dominated 
Europe, the new Communist line must inevitably re- 
turn to the revolutionary phrases of the past, emphas- 
izing the hostility of capitalist nations to the peaceful, 
democratic land of the Soviets. 

A few months ago the Communists were quite em- 
phatic in their declarations that not only could the 
Soviets, on the one hand, and Britain and the United 
States, on the other, get along together peacefully and 
harmoniously but that they could and ought to coop- 
erate with each other; but now the comrades prove by 
their sacred texts that it isnot so. One of their sages 
well-versed in the Marxist-Leninist lore, some of 
whose self-debasing remarks we have already cited, 
Mr. Morris Childs, reminds us for instance that 
“Lenin predicted the establishment of a ‘kind of col- 
laboration’ between the socialist world and the capit- 
alist world. Stalin knew long ago of the posstbilities 
and limits of what he calls the peaceful ‘cohabitation’ 
of the Soviet state with the capitalist states. Knowing 
the limits of the relationship, he characterized it as a 
‘provisional equilibrium.’ ” 

The self-same theme reappears in the harangues of 
other Communist theoreticians. Mr. Samuel Donchin, 
for instance, after alluding to how the Negro people 
“joyously greeted Molotov’s amendment to the San 
Francisco Trusteeship Charter for full independence 
and the right to self-determination,” continues: “Sta- 
lin took more than one comrade to task for forgetting 
the capitalist encirclement of the Soviet Union. He 
warned against those who would interpret the irre- 
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vocable victory of socialism in the Soviet Union as re- 
moving the danger of war caused by capitalist encir- 
clement... America, by virtue of monopoly capitalist 
contradictions and inherent capitalist aggressiveness, 
adds to the instability of world capitalism.” (Political 
Affairs, July, 1945.) And that there would be no 
doubt of his meaning, he adds: “Monopoly capitalism 
dominates the American scene.” 

We should bear in mind that, except during the 
short period between the German attack on Russia 
and Spring, 1945, the Soviet government has persis- 
tently exploited the fear of capitalistic encirclement 
and capitalist hostility toward the Union of Socialist 
Soviet Republics, and the reason is not far to seek. 
Even a dictatorial regime, no matter how absolutist, 
seeks willing support from the masses, and the masses 
will not willingly make sacrifices for a dictatorship 
unless they acutely sense that the country is in a 
state of active or latent war. Moreover, the Soviet 
Union, because of the low level of its domestic 
standard of living, is pushed even farther than ordi- 
narily would be the case in seizing on such arguments. 

Events during the past few months have served to 
darken the world picture; the reconstitution of Europe 
seems farther off than ever, and now that the opposi- 
tionof the Soviet Union to the democratic re-organi- 
zation of Europe is becoming more and more 
apparent, the popularity of the Communist parties, 
both on the continent and in this country, is steadily 
on the decline. Likewise, in the measure that the 
Soviet government, hastening to fill the power 
vacuum created by the fall of the Axis countries, pur- 
sues its own path of national-imperial expansion, the 
attitudes of the Communists come into sharper con- 
flict with the government policy of the bourgeois 
democratic countries. The Communist Party of the 
fellow traveler and United Front eras is pretty much 
at an end. 

A few words should be said about the special 
position which the Negro holds in American Com- 
munist politics. At first, in the twenties the American 
Communist Party was interested in the Negro for 
what might be called reasons of domestic policy. By 
proclaiming themselves champions of the Negro, the 
Communist Party hoped to attract Negro adherents; 
and it cannot be said that this policy was without 
fruit. 


During the period of Allied honeymoon, how- 
ever, the Communists were no more prominent in 
championing the rights of the Negro than were other 
groups. They had even hinted that the Negro problem 
in the United States might gradually solve itself. 
Browder had expressly asserted that the Negro’s deci- 
sion is “for the complete and irrevocable integration 
into the American nation as a whole, and not for 
separation”; a statement irreconcilable with the 
earlier demand for Negro self-determination. Negro 
agitation had been soft-pedaled to such an extent 
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that non-Communist Negroes had taunted their Com- 
munist brethren with a debate in the Negro Digest 
on “Have the Communists Given up the Struggle for 
Negro Rights?”. This seems to have led to genuine 
discontent among Negroes in the Communist Party, 
whose interest in the Party, understandably enough, 
is largely racial. They eagerly, and the impression is, 
for the most part sincerely, seized on the new policy 
of restoring the old phrases of the right of self-deter- 
mination, rights of oppressed peoples, and the like. 

But where the earlier championship of the Negro 
was motivated by domestic considerations, the case 
is otherwise now. The Negro has become a valuable 
pawn in the Soviet struggle against Britain and the 
United States, and Negro self-determination is again 
in the forefront of Communist propaganda. We have 
already referred to the supposed joy with which 
Molotov’s appearance at San Francisco was greeted. 
The American Negro is being cast in the role of rep- 
resentative of all oppressed colonial peoples; op- 
pressed, of course, by the monopolist imperialisms 
of Britain and the United States. Mr. Donchin harshly 
reproaches his erstwhile chief for having neglected 
this. “. .. He [Browder] made an error which has 
had the effect of weakening our struggle for Negro 
rights during the people’s war. He has eliminated the 
national aspect of the Negro question. ... The Negro 
people in the United States feel a strong kinship with 
the colonial peoples.” And another speaker, a Negro, 
asserted: “Marxists-Leninists have long established 
that the Negro people constitute an ‘oppressed 
nation’.” (Political Affairs, July, 1945.) Likewise 
the Draft Resolution complains the “revision of 
Marxist-Leninist theory” had “led to other erroneous 
conclusions, such as to utopian perspectives and the 
possibility of achieving the national liberations of the 
colonial and dependent countries through arrange- 
ments between the great powers.” 

The colored races throughout the world, and not 
least in our own country, have real grievances against 
the whites, which are too well known to need re-tell- 
ing. Furthermore, it ought to be sufficiently obvious 
at this day that if the colonies of the nations of 
Western Europe are to survive at all as such in the 
face of the upsurge of intense nationalist sentiment, 
the Western European countries must voluntarily 
make drastic changes in their imperial systems. We 
in the United States ought particularly to bear in 
mind the harm that can be done through exploiting 
and exacerbating the racial tensions that are stored 
up in the congested ghettoes of our northern cities. 
If America deals justly with the colored man, it will 
take some of the wind out of the Communist sails, 
besides fulfilling the moral law which the sage, 
Hillel, declared to sum up ali the wisdom and law of 
the Torah: the command to deal with our neighbor 
as we would wish ourselves to be treated. 
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The Khalutz in America 


by Ira Eisenstein 


_— ZIONISTS who have been agitating for 
the abrogation of the White Paper have visual- 
ized the successful culmination of the political battle 
in terms of a mass migration of Jews from Europe to 
Palestine. They have thought mainly, if not exclu- 
sively, of the weary and broken Jews from the con- 
centration camps as the ones who would constitute 
the next great al#yah. Most American Zionists have 
probably left completely out of their calculations the 
possibility of a migration of young American Jews 
to the Land of Israel. They probably do not even 
realize that already several hundred have completed 
preparations for the pioneer life and that, constantly, 
at least one hundred are in the process of training. 

I must confess that although I had always con- 
sidered myself a fairly well informed Zionist, I had 
only the vaguest notions about the Hechalutz move- 
ment in America. I knew that a few young people 
had gone to settle in Palestine, but I had always 
assumed that they were isolated instances of queer 
and maladjusted people who could not make a go 
of life in this country. What I am writing now has 
a double function. It is by way of apologizing to all 
American khalutzim, whom I completely misjudged, 
and it is to express sincere gratitude to those who 
were in training last year and who provided me and 
my familv with one of the happiest experiences of 
my life. When I say that it was an educational ex- 
perience, I put it very badly because the word educa- 
tional connotes something stuffy and not altogether 
relevant. This experience was alive and immediate in 
its impact, and though this debt of gratitude is being 
paid somewhat belatedly, I should not have been able 
to rest until it had been paid. 

In the spring of 1944 the Hechalutz organization 
planned to organize a “Camp Avodah,” that is, a 
summer farm project for about fifty youngsters who 
were to spend the summer at Cream Ridge, N. J. and 
Hightstown, N. J. In each of these places is to be 
found a pioneer training farm conducted by Hecha- 
lutz. The general idea was to give the young people 
an opportunity to participate in a Land Army project 
and help in the war-effort to expand food production, 
and at the same time to live in the environment of 
an intensely Jewish group. The dual purpose of 
American and Jewish idealism attracted me, and 
when I was asked to serve as the educational director 
of the Cream Ridge project, I quickly agreed. 


Even after more than a year, I find that I cannot 
write about this Camp Avodah season soberly. It was 
as nearly perfect as any Jew has a right to expect life 
ever to be, and I shall try to enumerate item by item 
what there was about the set-up, the people, the 


program, the atmosphere, which impressed me so 
deeply. 

First I found myself among healthy Jews. This 
health was of body and of mind. I saw young men 
and women putting in nine to ten hours of work a 
day, six days a week, without becoming exhausted. 
They could lift and pull, hammer and saw and chop 
—like the proverbial goy. They did not expect those 
of us who were spending just the summer to do this. 
We worked only five days, six hours a day. The first 
week or so we did not expect to survive, and then we 
began to discover muscles which Jews are alleged 
not to possess. The sheer emancipation from nervous 
tension which the regular outdoor life effected was 
itself worth the whole summer’s effort. 

But even more than the discovery, or rediscovery, 
of the muscular Jew, was the discovery of the healthy- 
minded Jew. Here there was no question of to be 
or not to be. Here there was total self-acceptance as 
Jews, and what was more, even a consecration to 
the cause of the Jewish people, which infused the 
lives of the individuals with direction and purpose. 
The decision to dedicate themselves to the building 
of Palestine and to the renaissance of the Jewish peo- 
ple transformed their entire psychology. This was 
dramatically evidenced in one incident which I shall 
never forget. For three successive evenings, on the 
road that passed by the front of the farm, a car would 
go by about the same time each evening, and some- 
one would lean out and shout, “Heil Hitler!” I was 
disturbed and hurt by the callousness of anyone who 
could do such a thing, particularly when we were at 
war with Germany. But if it had been left entirely 
in my hands, I should probably have let it go at that. 
But not these khalutzim. They parked their truck on 
the side of the road, put the lights out and waited 
for the culprit to approach for the fourth time. Just 
as soon as he shouted “Heil Hitler,” they would have 
jumped into the car, raced down the road, and pushed 
him off into a ditch. Fortunately for him, he must 
have sensed that something was up; in any case, he 
did not appear again. But what struck me was the 
wholesome and almost instinctive manner in which 
they took the situation in hand without apologetics 
and without “khokhmes.” For them it was a simple 
matter. When you see an anti-Semite, you give him 
what he deserves. 

I do not want to give the impression that we are 
dealing here. with rough and ready peasants, who 
understand only the law of the jungle. On the con- 
trary, these young men and women were the most 
sensitive I had ever known. They lived on an almost 
incredibly sustained level of awareness of their ul- 


ome 




















DECEMBER, 1945 


timate purpose, their goal; they had hitched their 
whole existence to something bigger and more mean- 
ingful than themselves, which in turn had made all 
of it something bigger and more meaningful. Their 
every hour was rendered significant by the direction 
which their lives were taking, and because the direc- 
tion of each converged with that of all the rest, there 
was a high sense of unity and a profound integrity 
in the group. 

The effect of living in the light of an ultimate ob- 
jective was revealed in the character of these young 
people, in their profound patience which seemed 
never to falter, even at a time when the abrogation 
of the White Paper appeared to be a far-off event. 
They were optimistic and hopeful during the dark 
moments when aliyah for themselves seemed cer- 
tain to be postponed for several years. This was no 
superficial display of simulated faith, for they could 
not possibly have maintained the outward appear- 
ance as long as they did. It was a genuine faith; a 
deep-seated belief in the ultimate triumph of what 
they believed to be the right. For me it was a dem- 
onstration of true religion, but they would certainly 
not have recognized their own reactions from such a 
description. 

Again it is necessary not to be misunderstood. 
These young people did not live entirely in a dream 
world. It would be ridiculously untrue to say of them 
that they were seeking salvation in a hereafter. Their 
healthy-mindedness asserted itself. They made their 
adjustments to the inevitability of waiting, and at 
the same time enjoyed every moment of their work, 
their comradeship, and the job of administering the 
farm. 

This brings me to another item which astonished 
me when I first came upon it, and that is, the real 
equality which existed among these young men and 
women. The work was assigned by a sadran (an 
“arranger” is the nearest translation) elected by the 
group, who was responsible to the group at fre- 
quent and periodic meetings. No money was ex- 
changed among the members. A common treasury 
received the proceeds of their common labor and 
provided the funds for the needs of the group and 
its members. 

I discovered that while each was responsible to 
all, and each member worked for the welfare of the 
group, the group existed only to seek the welfare of 
the individual. The needs of each person were care- 
fully and lovingly analyzed, and if possible, satis- 
fied. If khaver A had to go into town to see a sick 
mother, or khaverah B was expecting her brother 
back from the war, the group felt for them, under- 
stood their desire to leave the farm for a day, and 
provided those additional funds which would be 
required for these special occasions. The group would 
take on extra work so that one of its members could 
attend school and better qualify himself for work 
in Palestine. 
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Here was genuine fraternity, and the miracle of 
it was that it evoked corresponding responsibility. 
There was no boss, no coercion, no need for check- 
ing up on lazy or delinquent workers, The adolescents 
who had come just for the summer, at first glance 
saw here an opportunity to “get away with murder.” 
They were assigned jobs and were expected to do 
them. The temptation to “gold-brick” was too strong 
for some of them to resist, but after no more than 
a week it disappeared; it vanished, as the lipstick had 
vanished from the lips of the girls after the second 
day without coaching or coaxing, without an issue 
being made of it. The environment was so powerful 
that it produced its ethical personalities. Members of 
our “society” of visitors understood one simple, basic 
social law of the kibbutz, namely, if you did not do 
your job and it must be done, your khaver would 
have to do it for you. This meant exploitation, a vio- 
lation of the fundamental principle of the khalutz, 
and a denial of the entire raison d’etre of the group. 

Another phase of the life, integral to the whole, 
which was so memorable was the observance of the 
Sabbath and special occasions. Here was a fusion of 
the traditional and the modern Palestinian adaptation 
which gave such promise of an efflorescense of Jewish 
religion in the future. On Friday afternoon intensive 
cleaning-up activity heralded the coming Sabbath, 
and for dinner in the evening there were table cloths, 
and flowers from the field, and special delicacies, 








FLEXAIRE BRAS: $1 to $5 
FLEXEES GIRDLES AND COMBINATIONS: $5.95 to $19 


Compliments of 


MACK KAHN, President 


JEWIsH FRONTIER 


candles and kiddush and zemirot, old and new, and 
after the leisurely meal, quiet conversation, music, 
strolls along the road, then a reunion of all the 
members, and the hora and the late snack and a 
lingering around the tables, for rising time the next 
morning was entirely flexible. Saturday is a day of 
Biblical rest; a day which is welcomed by every bone 
in the body. There is genuine pleasure in just sitting 
in the sun, in reading and singing. Shabbat is involved 
with only one restraint, and that is the restraint from 
work, one which very few would have any wish to 
violate. I was very much interested in observing their 
commemoration of Tisha b’ Av. We chanted passages 
from Lamentations and from modern poems, and we 
enacted a playlet. But it did not matter so much what 
the program actually contained. It all took place in 
the darkened room with only candles lit and every- 
one sitting on the floor. The genuine solemnity which 
pervaded the room tempted me always to refer to the 
program as a “service,” but always the answer came 
back, “This is not a service. It is not a religious exer- 
cise. It is purely national.” 

“Why,” I asked myself, “this insistent denial? Why 
this refusal to ascribe greater worth and greater sig- 
nificance to what they were doing?” I half understood 
at the time and I fully realize now that they were 
still rebelling against the irrelevance and the sterility 
of what had been taught to them as religion, so that 
they could not bear to have the name of religion at- 
tached to something which they felt so keenly, and 
which meant so much to them. But as a student of 
religion I detected that here was a merger, a new-old 
Jewish religion with the potency of the genuine and 
the authentic. 

I shall never forget the night the news came of the 
death of Berl Katzenelson. A “program” was ar- 
ranged. It was certainly more than a program. It 
was a heartfelt memorial. It was not merely a per- 
sonal tribute to a national leader, but a reaffirmation 
of the ideals which he had enunciated and a renewed 
self-dedication to them. 

For Jews who love Jewish life and their fellow 
Jews, who enjoy seeing Jews at their best, who relish 
the sight of ethical principles of work, such a place 
is bound to have its fascination, and that is why the 
experience of two months at Cream Ridge, N. J., was 
so precious. Leaving it to go back to the usual rou- 
tines of urban life required the utmost courage. But 
one never completely recovers from such an expeti- 
ence. 

Why should one try? 


Sad Your Sivas 
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KAETHE 
KOLLWITZ 


AN INTRODUCTION 
by Dorothy H. Klein 


It is the world’s one crime that its babes grow dull, 

Its poor are ox-like, limp and leaden-eyed. 

Not that they starve, but starve so dreamlessly, 

Not that they sow, but that they seldom reap, 

Not that they serve, but have no gods to serve, 

Not that they die, but that they die like sheep. - 
(Vachel Lindsay) 


HE TOPIC OF CONVERSATION was “social 

protest in art.” A group of us were sitting around 
on Sunday afternoon, and I think that the discussion 
must have started when someone sang something 
about a song with social significance and as those 
things will, by the time we reached the graphic arts, 
we were bandying about such terms as “proletarian 
art,” “social content,” “propaganda,” ef al. 

“There’s no such thing as social protest in art,” 
argued Victor, “unless you follow the New Masses 
line and call Gropper’s cartoons ‘art’.” 

“What about Goya? Daumier? Breughel or 
Diirer?” countered Jeanette. “Weren't they protest- 
ing? Yet you can’t say that they stopped being artists 
and became propagandists.” 

“What about Kaethe Kollowitz?” I added. I looked 
around the room and was surprised to find everyone 
looking as if they were asking “Who is she?”. I was 
surprised because in the room were people discussing 
the Breughel-Goya-Daumier “school,” and they did 
not know of Kollwitz, who certainly deserves men- 
tion with these artists. 

Kollwitz has long been recognized as a master in 
Germany and Russia. Her influence on Chinese mod- 
ern art is great, and in Palestine almost every col- 
lective has one of her works hanging on the wall. 
Why has she remained in comparative oblivion in 
America? Her first exhibit here was held at the 
New York Public Library in 1912, but it met with 
a cold reception. I think the only explanation can be 
found by examining the fashions in American culture 
in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, 
which were established by banal standards. The trend 
was to shy away from any object-centered signifi- 
cance, let alone social protest. The trend was towards 
technical perfection, towards formalism. Kollowitz’s 





art rejects formalism. She uses method and form to 
enhance meaning and her entire work is concerned 
with the righting of social wrongs. Thus, though she 
was recognized in Europe as early as 1897 as a vital 
force and influence in the art world, it was only in 
the past decade, when she was nearing seventy, that 
she became known in this country, through too few 
exhibits of her work. 

Kaethe Kollwitz was born in 1867, the daughter 
of a master mason and an artist mother, in East 
Prussia. She became interested in the downtrodden 
of the earth at an early age and devoted her life to 
portraying their misery in numberless drawings and 
prints. She became the voice of misery, the unshed 
tear in the eye of every mother who cannot feed her 
child. She protested the devastation and ruin of war, 
lashed out against the slums in Berlin, against syphilis, 
alcoholism, for equality and justice. She is the voice 
of the voiceless, the champion of the downtrodden— 
and her art is timeless. Kollwitz is never afraid to 
look death or revolt in the face, yet her tenderness 
and love for humanity is clearly evident in her draw- 
ings of mothers and their babies. When she was 
sixty-five, she tried a new medium—sculpture, be- 
cause her eyesight was failing and she could not do 
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the close work that graphic art entailed. It is inter- 
esting to note here that her choice of medium, lithog- 
raphy, woodcuts, and charcoal drawings, and her 
choice of line and form, simple and unadorned, makes 
reproduction very easy and we like to believe that 
this was deliberate, that she wanted to have as wide- 
spread a circulation of her work as possible among 
those who under ordinary circumstances cannot af- 
ford to own prints. 

During this month, there is being held a memorial 
exhibit of Kollwitz’s work at the Galerie St. Etienne, 
located at 46 West 57th Street. It is a fairly complete 
and representative exhibit, with more than sixty pieces 
of her work. The gallery is located on the third floor 
and her prints and drawings line the walls of the two 
unpretentious rooms. There are also several pieces 
of her sculpture. 

The exhibit is not arranged in any period order, 
but one might start with an etching done in her 
early youth, as a part of the series Ein Weberaufstand 
(The Revolt of the Weavers). She created six etch- 
ings in this series between 1893 and 1897 when, as 
a girl of seventeen, she was inspired by Hauptman’s 
Weavers. Of her work, Hauptman wrote: “A cry of 
pain such as was never heard in ancient times.” These 
six etchings are a story of German cruelty, violence, 
and horrible death. In 1898, she was awarded a gold 


medal for the Weavers, which, one year later, Wil- 
helm II vetoed. We pause before Storming the Gates 
and see the mass of people, their thin, weary arms 
and their gaunt but purposeful faces—see the hope, 
the faith, the compassion of Kollwitz for the dignity 
of man. 


We moved to the etching Prisoners of her second 
series Bauernkrieg (The Peasant’s War) based on 
the Peasant’s War of 1524-26. There are seven etch- 
ings in this series, which she did between 1903 and 
1908. We see the mass of people, yet each figure is 
an individual bound to the next by one purpose, a 
purpose which had been arrested before it was spent. 
We see the despair in some of the faces, the beaten 
look of defeat, and yet we are reminded of the old 
story about the bundle of wood—there is strength in 
solidarity, and even as these prisoners are bound by 
cord, so are they bound to their belief, their faith, 
their determination for a better life. The Call to Arms 
might be any of our present-day guerrilla bands in 
violated countries; The Battlefield looks like a scene 
in modern Greece or Yugoslavia where women 
searched by night among the massacred for their sons 
and husbands after the Germans had passed. 


Of her next series of seven woodcuts, Krieg (War) 
created between 1920 and 1923, we stop before The 
Volunteers and at first glance it seems to be too 
black but then we notice that the emphasis is de- 
liberate. Kollwitz was communicating a high pitch 
of emotion—there are no grays in the defeated 
Germany she pictures. Here too there are faces emerg- 
ing with startling clarity from the blackness—faces 
that have suffered, but faces with purpose. 

And we see some of her self portraits (for some 
reason which we have not yet been able to fathom, 
she executed a self portrait each year from 1897 to 
1927). As we look at them, we see a life filled with 
close contact with human tragedy and anguish; see 
her pride, her stoicism, her humanity; her dedication 
to righting wrongs by belief in man, by her love for 
man. 


We were charmed by her charcoal drawings and 
lithographs of mothers and children, for here we 
saw her tenderness, her glorification of motherhood. 
Here her lines were brief and pure. As we looked at 
her Mother and Child, we thought: Is this a Jewish 
mother? a Russian mother? a Chinese or French 
baby?*And we found our answer—these are the faces 
of all mothers who want a brighter world for their 
babies, a brighter world which may at the moment 
be symbolized by a cry for milk, for bread. Her 
children are all babies who do not know the joy of 
sunshine and food, whose faces have the somberness 
and peakedness of birds. Her figures are weary, tragic, 
because there is no joy in the hungry. Her faces are 
the faces of all of us who want shelter, who want 
sunshine for our children in overcrowded filthy slums 
of New York, Paris, London, Berlin. But she never 
draws with mere pity, Kaethe Kollowitz. There is 
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always hope in her faces and figures because Kol- 
lowitz believed in man, in his right to live; and in 
her compassion for the downtrodden, she gives them 
voice and strength and purpose. 

After World War I, she was elected to the Prussian 
Academy, the first woman to receive this honor, and 
she became one of the leaders of the social revolution 
in Germany in 1919. In 1928, she was made director 
of graphic arts in the Academy, a post she held until 
the advent of the Nazis. For some reason, however, 
the Nazis permitted her to live and work in Germany, 
even permitted some of her work to leave the country. 
What the explanation of that is, I think only a 
psychiatrist can give. I think they were anxious to 
keep their “Aryan” artists in Germany and wanted 
her to “play ball” with them. But after seventy years 
of combating just those things that the Nazis repre- 
sented, she did not want to learn new games and fled 
to Switzerland where she died in July at the age of 
seventy-eight, probably at her drawing board, for 
though her eyes were failing, her hand never faltered 
and her life’s vision had to be recorded for the gen- 
erations that would come after her. 

Her death received little notice. She was mourned 


in Palestine, where articles about her appeared in 
Davar and D’var Hapoalet. The rest of the world? 
Well, the world was busy fighting a war to eliminate 
just those things that Kollwitz had been crying out 
against. 

Closely as Kollwitz’s work is bound to her sub- 
ject matter, it is always art, never mere propaganda. 
She demonstrates how art may deal with reality and 
be a powerful weapon for social change, yet lose no 
esthetic merit. We didn’t turn away from what we 
saw shudderingly, as we do at some other artists’ 
violent representations. On the contrary, we were 
forced to study and deeply ponder their implications. 

Kollwitz’s protest is passionate. Her art is real 
and magnificently human. Her art is alive because it 
is life. 

* * * 


As we came out of the Galerie St. Etienne into the 
crisp November air, we were filled with a new hope 
and faith in the destiny of man which Kollwitz had 
inspired in us. The conversation of two passersby 


drifted over to us and stopped us short. The words 
we heard were: “And speaking of the next war...” 
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The Universalism 
Of the Chosen People 


by Hayim Greenberg 
(IIT) 


EWISH ATTITUDES toward the Gentile world 
were naturally colored by contemporary political 
conditions. Take, for example, the ban on the sale of 
cattle to non-Jews, which was enforced for a certain 
period of time. At first glance, this would seem to 
be an economic discrimination against the members 
of an alien race. Yet the motivation of this ban seems 
to be purely religious. According to Rabbi Ashi, it 
was a form of assurance that cattle bred and raised 
by Jews would not be used for work on the Sabbath. 
Rabbi Ashi himself opposed this ban, arguing that 
the cattle might very well be purchased for slaughter 
only (Avodah Zarah, 15). His opinion does not 
necessarily mark him as a universalist and the authors 
of the law as particularists. Very likely, he was more 
sensitive (or more submissive) to the economic 
exigencies of his day—compare Hillel’s institution of 
“Prosbul”—and more inclined to “broad construc- 
tion” than his colleagues. It would be misleading to 
assume that every pronouncement of the Sages of 
the Talmud, or even every law on which they were 
unanimously agreed, resulted from a defined and im- 
mutable Weltanschauung. Local and temporary con- 
ditions, individual mentalities, the pressure of worldly 
affairs left their mark in many cases. 

At one time, for example, Jews were forbidden to 
sell arms to Gentiles. The same Rabbi Ashi excluded 
the Persians from this interdiction, his motive being 
purely historico-political and not in any way indica- 
tive of racial preference. The Persians, he argued, 
were on good terms with the Jews and protected them. 
In the case of other hostile nations, there was always 
the chance that they might turn against the Jews the 
very arms purchased from them. 

Similar factors undoubtedly molded the attitude 
toward proselytes. Rabbi Khelbo declared that the 
convert was “a burden to the Jew, likened to leprosy.” 
Probably he was an extreme racial chauvinist, but 
many later scholars see in his harsh words no more 
than a protest against the behavior of certain prose- 
lytes and they charge him only with being too extrava- 
gant in his generalizations. The dynasty of Herod 
who was himself of Idumenean origin, a nation whom 
Yokhanan Hyrcanus had forced to embrace Judaism, 
was thoroughly detested by the Jewish people, and 
there is every reason to believe that by his actions he 
inspired revulsion against converts in general. The 
failure of certain gerim to abide by the Jewish code, 
which they had vowed to uphold, caused at times 
great embitterment and gave rise to the belief that 
“by their misdeeds they delay the coming of the 
Messiah” (Niddah, 13). It provoked even such a 
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condemnation of Jewish “missionaries” as, “Evil 
befall the receivers of proselytes (mekabelei gerim)” 
(Yevamot, 109). These are all, of course, purely emo- 
tional reactions and should not be taken to represent 
the general feeling, or to be regarded as enduring in 
character. Rabbi Eliezer ben Hyrcanus’ comparison 
of “breaking bread with the Cutheans, or Samaritans, 
with the eating of the flesh of the pig” was not meant 
to be accepted literally or as a rule. Rabbi Simeon 
ben Gamaliel voiced an entirely different opinion: 
“The Samaritans are the peers of the Jews, in every 
sense” (Kidushin, 76). Each of these statements is 
the reflection of individual reactions and idiosyn- 
crasies. 


Of much greater importance is the general trend, 
as reflected in accepted laws, in rituals, and cere- 
monial procedure—and the general trend was to wel- 
come the proselyte with open arms, although the 
sages of the day had good cause to warn against 
light-minded gerim and those who embraced Judaism 
for ulterior motives. In dwelling on this question, 
we believe it wrong to impute to Hillel and Sham- 
mai two completely divergent viewpoints regarding 
proselytism—characterizing Hillel as the universal- 
ist who was eager to welcome as many new members 
to Judaism as possible, and Shammai as the particu- 
larist or “racist” who resented the intrusion of other 
strains in the Jewish bloodstream. A close examina- 
tion of what is told in the Talmud of the methods 
Hillel and Shammai applied in their examination of 
applicants for conversion, reveals an entirely differ- 
ent distinction between their viewpoints. The chal- 
lenge of the prospective proselyte who asked Sham- 
mai to convert him, on condition that he could be 
taught the wisdom of the Torah as he stood on one 
leg, was neither an attempt to embarrass the Jewish 
scholar nor to scoff at him, nor was it necessarily a 
proof of “laziness” on the part of the ger. Actually, 
he earnestly desired to know the fundamentals or 
regulative principles of the Jewish faith. He wanted 
a condensed formula for the philosophy of Judaism. 
But Shammai, the rigorous ritualist and nomist, 
angrily dismissed the questioner. He refused to toler- 
ate what he construed as a frivolous approach to 
Judaism because he was shocked at the request to 
have its “quintessence” formulated. He feared that 
the convert might be content with the essence of 
Judaism and thereafter neglect the prescribed spe- 
cific commandments. (During the Middle Ages, sim- 
ilar conflicts arose among Jews, not over the ques- 
tion of conversion, but over that of the zkkarim— 
the roots—or the fundamental dogmas of the Jewish 
religion; many of our own theologians were shocked 
by Maimonides’ reducing the number of ikkarim to 
thirteen and were more confounded by those who 
held that the number was even smaller. They em- 
phatically rejected any “extracts” of the codified six 
hundred and thirteen commandments.) Hillel, on 
the other hand, accepted the ger’s challenge and, as 
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the convert stood on one leg, he summarized the 
entire Torah: “What is hateful to thee, do not unto 
thy fellowman; this is the whole Law, the rest is mere 
commentary...” 

It certainly was not Hillel’s intention to exempt 
the convert from the code of mitzvot, from studying 
and then applying what he called “the commentary.” 
He was aware, as well as Shammai, that the mere 
avoidance of moral evil does not in itself make a 
man a Jew. The “seven Laws given to the sons of 
Noah”—which all mankind must observe—was a 
known formula, a kind of “natural theology” in the 
days of Hillel; but certainly no recognized sage could 
have advocated that the observance of these mitzvot 
alone (which were actually an elaboration of Hillel’s 
“golden rule”) entitled one to membership in the 
Jewish congregation.* Jews realized that there were 
God-fearing men of other faiths, whose belief in God 
approximated the Jewish concept of Divinity. Those 
“Yeréai Elohim” led pure and moral lives, without 
any desire to become converts. Jews also knew that 
there were Gentiles who had earned a place in the 
next world, and were not Jews for all of that. Hillel’s 
formula is therefore far more complex than would 
appear at first glance. It is inconceivable that he would 
have regarded a man as a genuine convert solely on 
the strength of an acceptance of his “humanistic” 
formula. Without a supporting belief in God, in the 
one God, this formula could only be considered a 
noble principle of human relations, but it was still 
not a faith, Man’s duty to God played no small part 
in Hillel’s religious philosophy, and however highly 
he regarded man’s responsibility for his fellow-man, 
he knew that this alone fell far short of satisfying 
God’s requirements of his followers. It is also incon- 
ceivable that Hillel would accept a non-circumcized 
convert—although no mention of this ritual require- 
ment is made in the story. The story, we believe, is 
not to be taken literally but interpreted as an illus- 
tration of the essential conflict between Hillel and 
Shammai—not on the score of universalism or par- 
ticularism, but on that of emphasis: which is more 
important—the observance of prescribed mitzvot, or 
moral intention and a general habit of “good deeds”? 
Shammai was more of the fanatic type, more insistent 
on the observance of ritual, and the problem of what 
was of primary or of secondary importance could not 
possibly have the same significance for him as it did 
for Hillel. This does not mean that Hillel was an 
anti-ritualist. This charge cannot even be brought 
against Jesus, who for the most part observed the 
code, “indulging” only in minor infringements. 

* Noah and his descendants (that is, the whole of mankind) 
were commanded by God to refrain from: 1) idolatry; 2) adul- 
tery and incest; 3) murder; 4) blasphemy; 5) robbery; 6) in- 
justice toward one’s neighbor; 7) eating flesh cut from a live 
animal (Sanhedrin, 56, 60). All non-Jews who observe these 
seven laws will partake of salvation and share in the bliss of the 
world to come (Sanhedrin, 105). 

Hugo Grotius, incidentally, makes the Noahide commandments 


serve as the foundation for his theory of “Natural Law” and for a 
system of international jurisprudence to be based on it. 
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Mitzvot were precious to Hillel as the religious lore 
of his people, but he did not ascribe to them any 
absolute value. He was distressed by the mechanistic 
or ostentatious observance of the code by some of his 
co-religionists just as, generations later, were the 
Baal Shem, Rabbi Nakhman Bratzlaver, and the 
Rabbi of Kotzk. 


It would be highly improbable to suggest that 
Hillel’s attitude toward ritual paralleled that of the 
Nazarene; but it cannot be denied that even before 
the advent of Christianity there was a tendency, 
though not so boldly formulated, to relegate the 
code of mitzvot to a position of secondary importance 
—or at least not to accord it paramount importance 
—and it is this tendency which is illustrated in the 
dialogue between Hillel and the Gentile. Though he 
spoke to the Gentile, Hillel by implication directed 
his remarks at his colleagues. Shammai’s attitude, on 
the other hand, must not be taken as a general policy 
to discourage proselytes on racial grounds but as a 
protest against the tendency to accord only secondary 
importance to ritual commandments. The conflict 
between Hillel and Shammai must be interpreted in 
the terms of “orthodoxy” versus “liberalism” rather 
than of universalism versus particularism. 


Notwithstanding the adverse criticism or deroga- 
tory comments directed against gerim to be found in 
Talmudic literature (and there are many), they are 
in no way to be regarded as typical of the main trend 
of Judaism— which was definitely universalistic. 
Within the framework of the Aggadah, the Sages 
of the Talmud and the Baalei ha’Midrash permitted 
themselves certain artistic “flights” and liberties, air- 
ing their prejudices and idiosyncrasies; but when it 
came to Halakhah—the interpretation of the Law— 
they exerted more self-restraint and were guided in 
their decisions by religious considerations, sternly 
avoiding any possible thought-habits or impressions 
attributable to momentary mundane concerns. The 
Halakhah distinctly states that if a Gentile’s desire 
to become a Jew is earnest and pure, he must be 
accepted. Even Rabbi Khelbo, who compared the 
convert to a leper, could not have refused to accept 
a proselyte who declared his faith in the God of 
Israel and agreed to undergo circumcision and as- 
sume all the prescribed mitzvot. The Halakhah, the 
custom of the day, and age-old precedent would all 
have militated in favor of the convert. Rabbi Khelbo 
could probably brush aside any personal aversion 
he might have entertained by referring to the ag- 
gadah (Shabbat, 145) which relates that in some 
mysterious fashion, the Gentiles were present at 
Mount Sinai. ““What of the Gentiles? The Jews 
were purified by being present at Sinai, but since no 
Gentiles were there, does that mean that they remain 
impure?’ To which Rabbi Ashi replied, ‘Though 
they were not actually there, their destiny was pres- 
ent.’” They were, so to speak, spiritually represented 
at Mount Sinai, through their fate or their “stars.” 
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Their physical absence is therefore of no decisive 
importance. 

For a thorough understanding of Talmudic Jewry, 
Rabbi Khelbo is not so characteristic as is Eleazar 
ben Pedat (Pessakhim, 87) who regarded the disper- 
sion of Jews throughout alien lands as a Divine plan 
to gain proselytes for Judaism. The attitude of 
Eleazar ben Pedat found its expression in normative 
law, in Halakhah, while Rabbi Khelbo’s aphorism 
has remained a private opinion, or rather a Japsus 
linguae in the heat of argument. 


The Talmudic controversies about gerim did not 
rest on the question of their acceptance or rejection— 
since all the Khakhmei ha’Talmud were more or less 
in accord on that subject—but on the procedure or 
conditions under which a Gentile might become a 
Jew. A discussion on this problem is known to have 
taken place among some of the first Tannaim. Rabbi 
Joshua ben Khananiah maintained that when a Gen- 
tile undergoes T’vilah (the bath of purification, bap- 
tism) he attains the status of a ger even though he 
has not been circumcised; while Rabbi Eliezer ben 
Hyrcanus contended that “a Gentile who has been 
circumcised is a ger even without T’vilah.” Other 
sages insisted that both ceremonies were required. 
Even here we find, not a conflict between particular- 
ism and universalism but, rather, between “ortho- 
doxy” and “liberalism.” T’vilah is less difficult 
than circumcision; Rabbi Joshua ben Khanania was 
apparently willing to replace the surgical operation 
with the easier ceremony, accepting it as a symbol 
of renunciation of the alien, and assumption of the 
Jewish faith. Like Hillel—though he probably never 
formulated it to himself so concretely—he was tfe- 
luctant to ascribe absolute value to the code of 
mitzvot as did his fellow-sages who opposed any such 
“reforms” in Judaism, claiming that to exempt the 
ger from circumcision might eventually lead to total 
abrogation of this requirement for the “racial” Jew 
as well. History is vague about the identity of 
Ananias, the merchant of Judea, who, Josephus tells 
us, was a Close friend of Izates, king of Adiabene. 
When the king’s mother and wife embraced Judaism, 
he decided to follow suit and it was the Jew Ananias 
who attempted to dissuade him from submitting to 
circumcision, assuring him that “one may serve God 
without it; observance of the traditions of the Jewish 
patriarchs is more essential than the ceremony of 
circumcision” (reminiscent, in a sense, of Hillel’s 
formula). The merchant of Judea voiced an opinion 
which was apparently then current in certain circles; 
it is otherwise inconceivable that, having no specific 
claim to scholarship, he should have taken it upon 
himself to offer such advice. 


This question of procedure in proselytizing was 
later taken over by the young Christian community 
and apparently assumed the same importance as it 
had for the Khakhamim. Those apostles who opposed 
the admission to Christianity of Gentiles who refused 
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circumcision while agreeing to baptism (the sacra- 
ment of immersion), were no less universalistic than 
Paul, who demanded the complete abolition of cir- 
cumcision as a requisite for conversion to the new 
faith. They did not object to the missionary work of 
Paul and his followers among Gentiles in Syria, 
Greece, and the Mediterranean islands, but merely 
refused to renounce their own “orthodox” standards 
for conversion. 

At various periods, it must be admitted, Jews 
showed an increasingly skeptical attitude toward the 
ger. Many began to question the sincerity of the con- 
vert and the degree to which he might be trusted in 
practicing his new faith. There were those who ex- 
pressed doubt as to the ger’s probable behavior in 
times of distress and persecution: Is he prepared to 
“sanctify the Name” by sacrificing his life? The 
Tanna d’bei Elijah, for instance, differentiates be- 
tween “The ger who is in all respects still an alien, 
the ger who is likened to Khamor, and the ger who 
is likened to the Patriarch Abraham.” The first, he 
stated, was a man “in whose place there was filth and 
unclean foods, snails and crawling creatures; and so 
he said unto himself: Let me embrace Judaism and 
live among the Jews, for their food is pure, they have 
holidays and the Sabbath, and all impurities will thus 
be cleansed from my house.” This man cannot be 
regarded as a full-fledged Jew, since he became one 
only because a certain aspect of Jewish life appealed 
to him; nevertheless, he must not only be toler- 
ated, but accepted as well. The second type is com- 
pared to Khamor, father of Shekhem, who was driven 
to Judaism by love of a woman. Of him, God said to 
Israel, “My children, he seeks peace in your midst, 
therefore molest him not.” In other words, though 
he has not earned any love or warm welcome, since 
his conversion was due to ulterior motives, he must 
nevertheless be tolerated and left in peace. Abraham 
represents the noblest type of ger, who changed his 
faith because he sought refuge “under the wings of 
the Shekhinah.” This was an act of pure conversion, 
and the Aggadah tells that God sent Abraham from 
land to land to urge others to accept the true faith. 


Various other types of gerim were portrayed in 
the popular terminology of the day. There was the 
“lion proselyte,” so called after the Cutheans and 
Samaritans whom the king of Assyria placed in 
Samaria and who finally accepted the “manner of 
the God of the land” only after they had been preyed 
upon by the lions of the country. Latter-day Jewry 
had only contempt for conversion under duress. An- 
other type of opportunist convert were the “gerei 
Mordecai v’Esther,” meaning those who had em- 
braced Judaism only after the downfall of Haman, 
and hoped thus to be saved from Jewish vengeance. 
Others were the “dream converts,” driven to the 
new faith by “night visions,” motivated by fear and 
superstition. Rabbi Nehemiah said of all these groups 
that unless they were willing to repeat the conversion 
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ceremony, they should forfeit the right to be regarded 
as gerim. Then there were the “gerei shulkhan melak- 
him” —the social climbers who could not attain the 
position they aspired to in their own milieu, and so 
assumed Judaism in the hope of “sitting at a kingly 
table” (like the legendary Gentile who asked Sham- 
mai to convert him provided he would then become 
High Priest). There are countless instances in the 
Talmud where gerim are rebuked for their ignorance 
of the métzvot and for still retaining “the ways of 
their forefathers.” Rabbi Eliezer estimated that there 
were thirty-six warnings in the Torah, directed against 
the ger, “for his ways are evil” and it is not easy for 
him to renounce “the ways of his ancestors” (Baba 
Mezia, 59). In Yevamot the fear is expressed that 
the ger might regret his action and recant after hav- 
ing taken unto himself a daughter of Israel. Rabbi 
Jose (in Avodah Zarah) jeered at the ger’s weakness 
of character and lack of valor: “When the Messiah 
comes, they will be so terrified by the anguish of 
battle between Gog and Magog that they will refuse 
to fulfill the required miétzvot.” 

The practical outcome of all these doubts, com- 
plaints and suspicions was not the summary repudia- 
tion of the ger or the denial of his right to be admit- 
ted to the Jewish congregation. Careful judgment 
and observation dictated only greater caution in the 
acceptance of the proselyte, the establishment of a 
more or less vigorous procedure. In Yevamot we read 
of a strict examination to which a candidate for con- 
version was subjected. He was asked: “Why do you 
seek conversion? Do you not know that in these days 
Jews are in distress, oppressed, rejected, and subjected 
to endless suffering?” If the answer was, “I know, 
and am unworthy of becoming a Jew,” the applicant 
was received into Jewry, “for his reply shows that he 
zs worthy, and he is to be taught the simpler mtzvot 
and only a few of the more complex.” Latter-day 
Jewry insisted on sincerity of motive in the ger on 
his willingness to assume the role of martyrdom, ac- 
cept suffering with exaltation, and be closely bound 
to the Jewish faith, and the community which it rep- 
resented. There was the constant fear—which past 
events had justified—that the ger might treat his new 
faith and its accompanying obligations too lightly or 
that he would possess too little courage to withstand 
temptations in his path—and then there was always 
the possibility of his reversion to idolatry. Various 
Baalet Aggadah have interpreted the description of 
Hagar’s leaving Abraham (“and she departed and 
strayed in the wilderness”) to mean that, despite her 
sojourn in the household of Abraham and her learn- 
ing to believe in the one and only God, as soon as 
she left his influence she strayed back to the worship 
and faith of her forefathers. 

It is this reversion or recantation which had to be 
avoided in the acceptance of proselytes. At the risk 
of repetition, we must make it clear that this fear 
was of a religious nature and in no way connected 
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with racial principles. It must not be forgotten that 
the very Aggadah which so often warned against 
and scorned the convert, also knew how to evaluate 
the high-minded and pure ger. Just as the penitent 
was held higher than the saint with a sinless part, 
so the ger was regarded not only as the peer of the 
Jew, but frequently as his superior. 


In the Yalkut Shimeoni we read the following 
allegory: Moses asked the Lord, “Is this ger as worthy 
as the Levite?” To which God replied, “In my eyes, 
more so, for in my Name he became a convert. It is 
told that a deer which was raised in the wilderness 
voluntarily joined a herd of sheep. The shepherd gave 
it food and water and favored it above all his other 
charges, explaining to those who asked, ‘How much 
effort I have expended over my sheep, leading them 
out to pasture in the morning and taking them back 
at eventide, watching over them until they were full 
grown. But here is a deer, raised in the wilderness, 
which joined my fold of its own accord. Why should 
I not love it more?’” So was also God’s reply to 
Moses, “How I labored over Israel, bringing them 
up out of Egypt, lighting the way before them, drop- 
ping manna to them, and protecting them in a cloud 
of majesty, until they accepted my Torah; but here 
is the ger who comes to me of his own free will— 
therefore he is as dear to me as a Levite and as an 
Israelite.” 


While we can find in this and similar Aggadot a 
latent protest against those allegories which seek to 
discredit certain types of gerim, the Halakhah openly 
favored an attitude of respect toward the ger, and 
supported the theory that racial origin cannot deter 
the proselyte from entering into an eternal “covenant” 
with God, nor need it prevent him from attaining 
full membership in the Jewish congregation. Saadia 
Gaon, leaning heavily on the Aggadah, but even 
more strongly on Halakhah, stated that though we 
are the Chosen People, this does not signify that any 
one creature is God’s favorite. “All men are equal in 
His eyes.” Maimonides, the greatest codifier of Halak- 
hah, did not deny the concept of election (though he 
conspiculously omitted it from his “thirteen essen- 
tials”) but extended it to embrace even the proselyte. 
In contrast to Judah Halevi, with his Jewish ethno- 
centrism, Maimonides vouchsafed to all peoples of 
the world the gift of prophecy. He insisted that the 
Torah was meant both for the Jew and the ger (and 
thus, by extension of the term, for all of mankind). 
Thus, when a convert asked Maimonides whether he 
might include in his daily prayers the words of the 
traditional invocation “Our God and God of our 
forefathers,” he was assured that he might recite all 
the prayers “like every other citizen in Israel,” for 
he had accepted the Jewish faith, “for all generations 
to come,” thereby becoming a disciple of Abraham 
and a member of his household. The ger may even 
thank the Lord for having led him out of Egypt, for 
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after he had cast himself upon the grace of God 
“there is no longer any difference between you and 
us, and all miracles performed on our behalf are as 
though performed for you as well, and God has 
chosen you from among all peoples and given his 
Torah to you.” The spiritual and moral background 
of the Gentile who accepts Judaism, according to 
Maimonides, becomes merged with that of Jewry, 
and the ger shares in the collective spiritual biog- 
raphy of his new co-religionists. The Jewish people 
and its religious congregation thus becomes, to bor- 
row a term employed by Henri Bergson, an open 
rather than a closed society, a community which is, 
in principle, prepared to become all-embracing and 
welcome all men, regardless of their racial origin. 

The conclusions to be drawn from the develop- 
ment of Jewish religious attitudes are apparent. God 
is one, the world is one, and humankind is also a 
unity. Mankind is still divided into Jews and non- 
Jews, but eventually this hiatus will be bridged, and 
men will become one—in the religio-moral, if not in 
the ethnical sense. This will be accomplished not by 
the acceptance by Jews of the faiths about them but 
by the Gentiles’ acceptance of the Jewish Torah. 
Otherwise there can be no possibility of eschatos, and 
God cannot triumph. “Thou hast chosen us” must 
not be taken to signify a superior race but a superior 
faith, destined to become the faith of the entire world. 
Jewish religious awareness at its depth knows of no 
higher and lower races or peoples; the Jew, through 
his faith, is merely advanced, while the rest of the 
world is retarded. The eyes of the Jew have been 
opened while those of the Gentile world are stil 
closed. Both are equally equipped with eyes—to see 
the Divine light. 

Jacob and Esau are different, but not organically. 
Esau represents a different state of mind, not a differ- 
ent and immutable mind-substance. Each Jacob is a 
former Esau, and each Esau—a potential Jacob. 
Jacob’s spiritual awakening, his “rebirth” preceded 
that of Esau—therefore he is the elder of the two: 
maturer, but not superior. His special relationship to 
God is based on primogeniture rather than on 
superiority. 
= —_— this article, which was printed in three succesive 
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DIGEST OF THE MONTH 





A PLAN FOR PALESTINE 


IN The New Statesman and Nation, 
H.N. Brailsford writes: 


Small though Palestine is, it con- 
fronts us with one of the most difficult 
tangles that the Labour Government 
has to unravel. The problem is difficult 
not merely because it touches anxious 
questions of strategy and rivalries over 
oil: it finds us in a state of some emo- 
tional confusion. In the background of 
the mind of the older generation, 
brought up on the Bible, is the tradi- 
tional assumption that this Land of 
Promise belongs by divine decree to 
the Jews. Of its long history since their 
dispersal few of us know much. Public 
opinion rallied to the idea of the Na- 
tional Home because most of us suf- 
fered from a sense of shame as we 
reviewed the record of our ancestors 
in their dealings with this persecuted 
people. The wish to make amends to 
them has been reinforced by the Nazi 
policy of extermination. But a con- 
trary sense of discomfort, if not of 
guilt, besets us as we listen to the 
protests of the Arabs. The Zionist ex- 
periment, on the economic side, has 
been brilliantly successful, and it has 
raised the standard of life of the Arab 
population. But the two peoples are 
as far as ever from reconciliation: we 
rule them by force and no prospect of 
democratic self-government is in sight. 
We are uneasily aware that the motives 
behind the Balfour Declaration were 
mixed—in part humanitarian, in part 
strategic—while the promises made to 


the Arabs may possibly be in conflict 
with it. Then was the whole policy 
ethically and politically wrong, because 
it ignored the “natural right” of the 
Arabs to self-determination? 

This issue we must decide betore 
we can frame a policy. Does the con- 
tinuous occupation of a territory, cov- 
ering in this case thirteen centuries, 
confer on its inhabitants a “natural 
right” to monopolize it? If in this long 
stretch of time the people in question 
has misused its opportunities; if a 
prosperous focus of civilization has de- 
generated under its management into 
a stagnant backwater of depression; if 
its land can nourish in poverty only 
one family where once five lived in 
plenty, can it still claim the exclusive 
rights of ownership? That was the case 
of Palestine and indeed of other re- 
gions of the Middle East; how it hap- 
pened, as the invading nomads neg- 
lected the ancient systems of irriga- 
tion, the historians and archaeologists 
can tell us. 

In the past, with a total lack of 
scruple, notably in North America and 
Australia, white colonists answered 
such questions for themselves, as their 
interests dictated. What happened a 
quarter of a century ago was that there 
came into existence in the League of 
Nations a tribunal which could claim 
to give in such a case a disinterested 
verdict. It saw that this neglected ter- 
ritory was capable of a better use, and 
it believed that the Jews, because of 
their dire need of a home and their 
love for this land that once was theirs, 
were fit for the creative task of re- 
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storing its prosperity. In principle this 
was a proper decision, which the 
League was competent to give. But the 
League’s Mandate, sound though it 
was in principle, settled none of the 
questions that vex us today. 


The ultimate question is whether 
the Jewish National Home is to be 
stabilized at its present level with some 
600,000 inmates, and further immigra- 
tion virtually forbidden in terms of 
the White Paper of 1939. Ignoring for 
a moment the anxious political issues, 
let us look first at the technical pos- 
sibilities of development. Much as the 
Jewish colonists have done, there is 
now before us a bolder scheme, drafted 
by engineers who gained their experi- 
ence under the Tennessee Valley Au- 
thority. It promises an ample supply 
both of hydro-electricity and water for 
irrigation. It would apply all the 
classical American methods for dealing 
with soil erosion and render southern 
Palestine (the Negeb, now a desert) 
habitable. Assuming a big expansion of 
light industries, its authors reckon that 
it should eventually allow an addition 
of four millions to the present popu- 
lation. It should benefit the Arabs no 
less than the Jews, and Transjordan 
should profit as well as Palestine. With 
this prospect before us, to arrest the 
development of the country at its pres- 
ent stage would be a crime against 
life itself. The first clue to a happy 
solution is to create a Jordan Valley 
Authority, and endow it with full pow- 
ers to develop Palestine for the benefit 
of Arabs and Jews alike. 


Does this mean that the Arab popu- 
lation must be swamped by Jewish 
immigration? That cannot happen. 
Himmler’s massacre has reduced the 
Jewish population of Europe (exclud- 
ing Russia) to 114 millions. The West- 
ern Jews will either stay where they 
are or emigrate to America. It is the 
remnant of the tortured Jews of Ger- 
many, Poland, Hungary and Rumania 
who look to Palestine as a refuge from 
a hostile environment and maddening 
memories. About 60,000 of these are 
still in camps behind barbed wire; 
many more have lost their means of 
livetihood. The urgent cases may num- 
ber about 100,000. Further immigra- 
tion beyond that figure would have to 
be spaced over the years. The total 
cannot greatly exceed half a million. 
That would bring the Jewish and Arab 
populations of Palestine in round fig- 
ures to a parity—though it would be 
a mistake to fix any unalterable ratio 
in advance. 
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What chances are there that under 
these conditions the two peoples could 
live together in harmony? The diffi- 
culty is formidable. They share neither 
culture nor language. In their outlook, 
as in their standard of life, they are 
centuries apart. The conservative Arab 
,dreads the restless energy of the pro- 
gressive Jew. Neither would submit as 
a minority to the government of the 
other. Given parity, would they not 
frustrate one another in a perpetual 
stalemate? Across a national antago- 
nism so acute as this, it is never easy to 
form parties drawn from both races. 
These are the conditions that have led 
many students of this problem to pro- 
pose partition as the only tolerable 
solution. No one likes the idea. The 
country is too small to be cut into three 
zones, nor can clean-cut lines be drawn. 
There is, moreover, a risk that any 
demarcation based on racial considera- 
tions would render the scheme of a 
Jordan Valley Authority technically 
unworkable. 

There may be another way out which 
has received little consideration as yet. 
Instead of territorial partition, could 
we devise a system of communal au- 
tonomy? Something of the kind, in a 
crude, old-world shape, existed in the 
former Ottoman Empire. Each religious 
community, known as a Millet, en- 
joyed cultural autonomy in a wide 
sense. Every Christian bishop, with a 
lay council, managed the schools of 
the Church and the charities that were, 
in effect, its social services. The Jews 
are already in great measure autono- 
mous in this sense, for they manage 
their own schools and their admirable 
health service, while through the Jew- 
ish Agency, the trade unions and the 
co-operatives they enjoy effective dem- 
ocratic control over most of their eco- 
nomic activities. To give this existing 
autonomous system full legal recogni- 
tion would in the case of the Jews be 
easy. 

In the case of the Arabs the feudal 
structure of their society is an obstacle. 
Their communal life is much less ac- 
tive and enterprising. Such progress as 
they have made in education, hygiene 
and agricultural technique they owe 
not to their own initiative, but to the 
British administration. Before they can 
become in any vital sense a self-gov- 
erning democracy, the shocking system 
of land-tenure will have to be re- 
formed. Tenants at will, under owners 
who often double the part of landlord 
and usurer, the mass of the peasantry 
can neither be prosperous nor free until 
the big feudal estates are broken up 
by a compulsory measure of land-pur- 
chase. Until this is done, there will be 
no living Arab democracy. With some 
help from British officials in the early 


years, it should then be possible to 
organize for the Arabs also a system of 
communal autonomy, under an elected 
council of their own. 

The two communities would in this 
way manage their own intimate affairs 
without the domination of one by the 
other. Neither council would remain 
for long a solid national block; groups 
would be formed within each. The 
next step would be to bring the two 
councils together, on a footing of 
parity, for the management of the 
common affairs of the whole popula- 
tion, At first this bi-national council 
could only be consultative, and would 
have to include some nominated mem- 
bers as a balancing factor. A sense of 
common interests might gradually link 
some of the groups together for co- 
Operation across the racial barrier. This 
would happen only if the more con- 
tentious issues—immigration and land- 
settlement—were kept (subject to con- 
sultation) in its own hands by the 
Trustee Power. The volume of immi- 
gration should depend solely on the 
economic absorptive capacity of the 
country, which in its turn would be 
governed largely by the progress of the 
Jordan Valley Authority’s schemes. 
This Authority, whose director might 
be nominated by the President of the 
US.A., should be required by its char- 
ter to serve the interests not only of 
the Jewish settlers but of the Arab 
peasantry also. What has been lacking 
in the past has been creative planning 
on its behalf. 

In due course, if Palestine evolved 
happily into a bi-national state, ca- 
pable of self-government, it might fed- 
erate with Syria, the Lebanon and 
Transjordan. In this bigger field the 
Arabs would find full scope for their 
patriotic ambitions. The chances of 
peace would be brighter, if through 
the International Bank American capi- 
tal could be guided to assist in the de- 
velopment of these neighboring Arab 
States on the T.V.A. model. If they 
could be helped to conserve their own 
natural resources, they might come to 
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feel less bitterness as they watched 
the progress of the Jewish National 
Home. 

This could not be an easy conception 
to realize, but it has advantages over 
territorial partition, which may be the 
second-best solution. The one course 
which should be ruled out, since it 
conflicts both with the explicit pledges 
of the Labor Party and with the terms 
of the Mandate, would be the accept- 
ance of the White Paper as a final solu- 
tion. We owe it to Hitler’s victims to 
find them a refuge. This can be done 
without injury to the Arabs, if we give 
the engineers their chance. 


THE MEANING OF HOME 


JENNIE LEE (Labor Member of Par- 
liament and wife of Aneurin Bevan) 
writes in her column, “As I Please,” 
in Tribune, October 12: 

I could feel the tension growing in 
the hall. “You had better get down 
off the platform,” Councillor Cox said. 
I took his advice, not knowing quite 
what was happening around me, but 
charged with the general air of ex- 
pectancy. 


You see, this was the first time I had 
been to an Eisteddfod. I had heard 
plenty about those Welsh singing fes- 
tivals. I had read plenty about them. 
But now I was learning things that 
you can only know at first hand. So 
far, the evening had moved on pleas- 
antly and peacefully. There had been 
a succession of soloists—soprano, con- 
tralto, tenor, bass, baritone. But now 
the climax was coming. There was 
great coming and going in the rear of 
the platform. The choirs were as- 
sembling. This apparently was going 
to be ##. 

And so it was. Such singing! In a 
short interval while the adjudicators 
were making up their minds, I was 
called. back to the platform to say a 
few words. I almost fell up the steps. 
I was definitely tipsy. You would have 
to be made of sawdust not to get lit 
up in that vibrant atmosphere. Every- 
one, audience as well as artists, was 
tense and wrapped. And all were ac- 
tive participants. Those who were not 
competing were adjudicating. Tech- 
nically, there were three adjudicators 
but you could see throughout the 
packed audience every man and his 
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neighbor knowledgeably assessing the 
various performers. 

Exhausted and happy, I had to leave 
the hall about 10 p.m. I was told it 
would finish about midnight. The sing- 
ing had begun at 5:30 p.m. 

* 


* * 


From an evening of Welsh singing 
to the problem of Palestine may seem 
an inconsequential jump. 

I went home, humming the “Cru- 
saders,” which had been the test piece 
for the male voice choirs (I am told. 
it almost always is!) and thinking 
about Palestine. An incongruous mix- 
ture on the surface and yet with its 
own emotional logic. I felt heartsore 
for the whole Jewish race. They have 
no home. We all need roots. It is a pro- 
found psychological deprivation—po- 
litical and economic issues apart—not 
to have some corner of the world 
where you belong. 

I can hear the wise guys getting 
ready to remind me that for decades 
Wales, like Scotland, has been a 
country to get out of if you had your 
living to earn, and that some Jews 
are wealthy while many Welsh and 
Scots are poor. I know all that. But 
my contention still stands. We all need 
roots. 

I can visualize that Eisteddfod audi- 
ence. There was a soldier in battle- 
dress who had just managed to squeeze 
in at the back of the gallery. He had 
come home. There were two pretty, 
fair-haired girls in their teens leaning 
over the side of the gallery nearest 
the platform. They were at home. 
There were hundreds of gray-haired 
men aNd women in the crowd for 
whom such evenings are a recurring 
and sustaining theme throughout the 
whole of their lives. 


Many of us who have to come to 
conclusions about Palestine cannot 
hope to have first-hand expert knowl- 
edge of every aspect of Palestinian af- 
fairs. In such circumstances, first prin- 
ciples are of supreme importance. 
Before the election, the Labor Party set 
its experts to work and, after full con- 
sideration, decided that Palestine ought 
to be a home and place of refuge for 
all Jews who seek to go there. I shall 
listen earnestly to statements made in 
the Commons by our Ministers on this 
admittedly difficult question. But it will 
take an overwhelmingly strong case to 
persuade me that I can honorably re- 
treat from earlier Party pledges. 

It would seem that there is no pos- 
sible solution that will not displease 
either Arabs or Jews. But even suppos- 
ing we leant over in favor of the Jew- 
ish claims this once, that would still 
leave, taking the world as a whole, 
plenty of anti-Jewish prejudice. 
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THE MOSLEM LEAGUE 

IN INDIA 

THE YIDDISHER KEMFER of Novem- 
ber 16, 1945, carries the following 
editorial note in connection with the 
Moslem League's statement of support 
for the Arabs in Palestine: 
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It has been generally assumed that 
the main purpose of the Moslem 
League in India is Pakéstan—literally 
the “land of the pure’—a program 
for establishing a sep4rate, indepen- 
dent state in certain Indian provinces 
predominantly inhabited by Moslems. 
If this were the sole purpose of the 
League, it might deserve serious con- 
sideration; for Islam is not only a re- 
ligion in the narrow sense of the 
word, but a unique civilization cover- 
ing all spheres of social relations. One 
could understand Moslems who de- 
sired a separate political regime for 
their individual way of life. 


It is time, however, that the broader 
implications, the maximum objectives, 
of the Moslem League program should 
be more widely understood. These ul- 
timate aims, towards which Pakistan 
is only an initial step, were formu- 
lated a few years ago in a_ book, 
Pakistan and Moslem India, published 
by the Moslem League Press, and with 
an introduction by the president of 
the League, Mohammed Ali Jinnah. 
The political aspirations of the “true 
believers” are there formulated as fol- 
lows: 


1) Saudi Arabia, Yemen, Khuwait, 
and other, small Arab principalities 
should be united in a federated king- 
dom; 


2) Syria should become a feder- 
ated state with full independence. It 
should include the Transjordan, Pales- 
tine, Syria proper, the Lebanon, La- 
takia, and Jebel Druze; 


3) Sudan, now administered jointly 
by Egypt and Great Britain, should 
become an organic part of Egypt, and 
no Western country should have any 
power there; 


4) Tripolitania, Tunisia, and Al- 
geria should become independent and 
be united in a single state under the 
rule of the Bey of Tunis; 


5) Morocco should become an in- 
dependent state, including the Riff sec- 
tion and the Rio de Oro; 


6) Ethiopia, Eritrea, and Somali- 
land (all parts: British, French, and 
Italian) should become a united in- 
dependent state, under Moslem rule. 


7) Soviet Turkestan and Chinese 
Turkestan should be united in an in- 
dependent state under Moslem rule; 


8) Afghanistan should receive an 
outlet to the sea, as well as having In- 
dian territories inhabited by Afghans 
placed under its rule; 


9) The Indian provinces of Pun- 
jab, Sind, and the northwest border 
province, as well as the Kashmiri area, 
should become a separate independent 
state; 
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10) Eastern Bengal and the Moslem 
sections of the province of Azam 
should be recognized as another Mo- 
hammedan state in India; 

11) The four western provinces of 
China, where Moslems are the ma- 
jority, should be separated from the 
Chinese Republic and recognized as 
a Moslem state; 

12) The East Indies islands, Bor- 
neo, and the Malay Peninsula should 
be united in a Moslem federation; 

13) Albania, Azerbaijan, Daghes- 
tan, and Caucasia should be recognized 
as independent states; 


14) French and British West Af- 
rica south of the Sahara should be 
united as a Moslem federation, com- 
prising Nigeria, the French Sudan, the 
Gold Coast, Togoland, Sierra Leone, 
French Guinea, the Ivory Coast, Sene- 
gal, Liberia, and the Lake Chad valley. 


Extremists in pan-Islamic circles in 
India regard any Mohammedan who 
is not prepared to subscribe to this 
program as a heretic. If their plan 
were realized, about a fifth of the 
world’s population would live in a the- 
ocratic confederation spread over Asia 
and Africa. This scheme not only 
touches the interests of such Western 
countries as Great Britain, France, the 
Netherlands, Belgium and Spain, and 
would threaten the integrity of the 
Soviet Union, but would also under- 
mine the position of a number of 
weaker and smaller countries, with no 
imperialist prospects or ambitions. Al- 
bania has long been recognized as an 
independent state, but the Moslem 
League plan would transform it (to- 
gether with Azerbaijan and Daghes- 
tan, both of which are now incorpo- 
rated in the Soviet Union) into an 
independent Moslem state, even though 
Albania is probably more Christian 
than Moslem. If one does not count 
the pagan cults still practiced in 
Liberia, this country too is chiefly a 
Christian land, but according to the 
pan-Islamic program would be sub- 
jected to Moslem rule. Ethiopia is an- 
other Christian country, the home of 
one of the oldest Christian churches 
in the world, but it is to be merged 
with Eritrea and Somaliland under 
Moslem rule. 

It is interesting ‘in this connection 
to recall how Mohammedan politicians 
in India received Othman Wu, the 
leader of the Chinese Moslems, when 
he visited them in 1942 for the pur- 
pose of establishing cultural contacts. 
At first he was enthusiastically hailed, 
but when it was learned that the 60 
million Moslem Chinese had no de- 
sire to secede from their country and 
set up a state of their own, he began 
to be assailed as a heretic. 
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BOOKS 


FOR THE SAKE OF NEO- 
KHASSIDISM 


FOR THE SAKE OF HEAVEN. By Mar- 
tin Buber. Translated by Ludwig 
Lewisohn. Philadelphia: The Jewish 
Publication Society of America. 


To the Polish Khassidim of the early 
1800's, the rise of Napoleon seemed 
the beginning of the end of things. 
Was it not written that the coming of 
Messiah would be preceded by the 
wars of Gog and Magog; that first must 
come to pass incredible destruction, 
then the Messenger would be sent to 
men to herald a heavenly age? Never 
before Napoleon had the world wit- 
nessed conquest or blood-letting on 
such a terrific scale. There were those, 
chief among them Yaacov Yitzkhak, 
the Seer of Lublin, who believed that 
conflict must be even heightened, Na- 
poleon strengthened in his bloody 
course, so that his battles might prove 
the intolerable ones; then God would 
have to act. “Not until the world is 
broken by conflict,” he cried, “do. the 
birth-pangs of the Messiah begin. Re- 
demption is no ready-made gift of God 
handed down from heaven to earth. 
The body of this world must travail as 
in birth and reach the very edge of 
death before redemption can be born.” 
A man of irreproachable personal piety, 
Yaakov Yitzkhak yet sought, through 
prayer and incantation, to bring about 
world-wide devastation and force God’s 
hand. 

On the other hand, to the Yehudi, 
the Seer’s most eminent disciple, such 
an attitude was simply sin. The Yehudi 
was convinced that only teshuvah, con- 
version in the individual heart, would 
bring redemption. “Not until a man 
despairs of himself,” he countered, “and 
turns to God with the entire force of 
that despair... not until then will help 
be given him... Our return... is quite 
simply that human action for which 
God waits in order that He may re- 
deem His world. His countenance is 
not turned away. It is hidden to our 
eyes because our souls do not face it.” 
If the time for the end of things was 
at hand, and so it truly seemed, man’s 
course was certainly not to encourage 
godlessness. But the Seer thundered 
back at him: “The men of Israel will 
not repent, and yet will the Redeemer 
come!” Around each man gathered a 
“court” of rabbis, championing one 
view or the other, supporting the Seer 
or the Yehudi with passion, with mu- 
tual hatred, with lies, feuds, persecu- 
tion, and bitterness. Had you thought 
saints incapable of such emotions? You 
never met Neo-Khassidic saints. 
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Upon the conflict between these two 
messianic schools of thought Martin 
Buber builds his novel, For the Sake 
of Heaven. Buber says that he came 
upon the makings of his book in oral 
and written legends surviving among 
the folk, and that he added only the 
garment for his tale. Since, however, to 
Buber Khassidism is more than an 
antique tune, is a very way of life, 
applicable today, his reconstruction otf 
the Khassidic world is full-bodied and 
lively, it moves from within. He is no 
popularizer; he does not merely exploit 
one phase of the great disappearing 
Jewish heritage. Jewish ceremonial is 


more to him than a peg to hang 
Juadism on. And, glory be, his book 
deals not at all with anti-Semitism or 
with the Jewish problem—only with 
Jewish problems like sin and guilt, re- 
pentance and Messiah, life after death 
and Israel’s relation to its God. What 
is the chief problem of a Jew? To 
understand God. “One must not be too 
hard on men,” says one of Buber's 
rabbis, “because they carve themselves 
images with a glorious and good-na- 
tured face and substitute these for God, 
seeing that it is so cruelly difficult to 
live in His real presence.” What is the 
crime of a Jew? To take God for 
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granted. “When we say, We have 
sinned, we think it proper for God to 
forgive us. When we go on to say, 
We have betrayed Thee, we think it 
proper for God not only to forgive us 
but to let all good accrue to us.” What 
is the power of a Jew? The power God 
gave Jacob. “That Jacob endured in 
wrestling with the angel of God caused 
him to be armored against the weap- 
ons of Esau. He whose hip the Divine 
Hand has dislocated trembles no more 
before the power of the lords of the 
earth’s peoples.” 


Unfortunately, though, in this novel 
Buber’s implications are greater than 
his accomplishment. His characters, the 
Khassidim, are heroic only in size, ab- 
stract in focus, yet at the same time 
painfully blurred. When you deal with 
saints it is permitted to be abstract, 
if you treat them as saints. But when 
you include faults, waverings, failures 
and conflicts you imply humanity, and 
the reader waits for you to fill in the 
outlines of a human being. A haze 
rises about these characters, as though 
they were not clear in their own minds 
which to be. In theory the Seer en- 
joined joyfulness, yet he goes about 
for some three hundred pages with a 
sombre countenance. He could see into 
the inmost heart of man, but he could 
Mot resist sundry malicious rumors 
about his most gifted disciple. He sent 
the Yehudi to his death, in a most 
inexplicable way, and cried out later, 
I have failed, I have sinned, I have 
mistaken fear for grace; yet he was 
the acknowledged leader of his genera- 
tion. Is this a human being, or a patch- 
work of Khassidic characteristics? 
Saints confused are not saints; human 
beings supernaturalized not human. 
One knows not where one stands 
among these spiritual centaurs. 


On the other hand, Buber’s women 
are unmistakably possessed by the 
yétzer ha-ra. Perhaps this is part of 
some mystic scheme. It would seem 
that a man can’t be a Khassid unless 
he takes a shrew to wife. 


And Buber’s rabbis talk in strange 
half-sentences, allusions, parables. They 
understand each other readily, but the 
reader has a bad time of it. The bril- 
liance of For the Sake of Heaven is 
further fogged over by its author's 
lavish use of the supernatural, occa- 
sionally effective, too often badly timed; 
as a general rule his magic does not 
quite come off. Buber loves the super- 
natural for its own sake, for being 
quaint, suggestive, artistic, and essen- 
tially part of that Khassidism for which 
he feels’ profound nostalgia, as for a 
more spiritual age than ours. But the 
very reason why Khassidic legend used 
the supernatural, Martin Buber is too 
modern and subtle a writer to repro- 
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duce. What else were miracles but an 
expression of simple folk piety, an 
overflowing of the faith Khassidim 
felt in their good leaders and their 
God? This piety Buber attempts to 
interpret intellectually, without him- 
self sharing it. Here’s the Neo aspect 
of his Khassidism. He recreates phe- 
nomena, but not the sense of awe or 
wonder that lay behind them and 
made them acceptable to the human 
mind. 

In detail, For the Sake of Heaven 
is well done. Its author writes vividly, 
and Ludwig Lewisohn sustains a 
splendid translation. Yet the little ef- 
fective touches do not add up to one 
big effect. A novel, to be great, must 
be both deep and clear. For the Sake 
of Heaven is deep and muddy. It is 
not, therefore, what the author would 
have wished for it—it is not a master- 
piece. One must write for readers, not 
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initiates. Though a book aspire to the 
highest place, for which in some re- 
spects its author is qualified, if it fails, 
if it cannot convey to the reader what 
it has at heart to say, eventually it will 
be known as just another literary curi- 
osity. And all its Khassidim will sink 
back into the past. 
GRACE GOLDIN 


ONE NATION, INDIVISIBLE 


A NATION OF NATIONS, by Louis 
Adamic. Harper & Brothers Pub- 
lishers. New York and London, 
1945. 399 pp. $3.50. 


ONE NATION, by Wallace Stegner and 
the Editors of LOOK. Houghton 
Mifflin Company, Boston, 1945. 340 
pp. $3.75. 


About 1870, a Danish immigrant, 
John Johnson Deyrup, arrived in this 
country. At Ellis Island, the officials 
laughed when they glanced at the im- 
migrant’s signature. “There’s no such 
name as Deyrup,” he was told. “You'll 
get along better in America if you call 
yourself simply John Johnson.” That 
newcomer’s son, Alvin Johnson, became 
famous as a founder of The New Re- 
public and as director of the New 
School for Social Research. The im- 
migrant’s grandchildren, however, in- 
cluding a gifted woman painter, re- 
adopted the “ridiculous” original name, 
Deyrup. 

This little anecdote, linking and, at 
the same time, separating generations, 
tells, in a nutshell, the story of three 
American philosophies. One is com- 
monly represented by the names of 
such protagonists of “Anglo-Saxon 
superiority” as Lothrop Stoddard, Madi- 
son Grant, and Henry Fairfield Os- 
borne, who looked askance at any new- 
comer of “inferior” stock, polluting 
the nation’s alleged religious, racial 
and cultural homogeneity. The second 
doctrine, more humane, merely de- 
mands from the immigrant a complete 
Americanization, i.e., an unconditional 
assimilation to the Ango-Saxon ma- 
jority. Among the champions of this 
philosophy was Theodore Roosevelt, 
who insisted that “the crucible turns 
our people out as Americans, and not 
as dwellers in a polyglot boarding- 
house.” The same idea was popularized 
by Israel Zangwill’s drama, The Melt- 
ing Pot. Finally, there is the more re- 
cent doctrine of “Cultural Pluralism,” 
which reverts to Walt Whitman’s de- 
scription of the United States as “not 
merely a nation but a teeming nation 
of nations.” Mr. Adamic is one of the 
foremost of the last group. 

Mr. Adamic has presented his case 
against the noisy defenders of Anglo- 
Saxon supremacy as well as against the 
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wishful thinking of the “Melting-Pot” 
ideologists in several most readable as 
well as highly informative volumes, 
such as From Many Lands and What’s 
Your Name, The present book, how- 
ever, is somewhat disappointing, ar- 
tistically speaking, as it offers little 
more than a rather tedious parade of 
names of immigrants or descendants 
of immigrants from thirteen countries, 
who contributed to the cultural, social, 
and economic wealth of America. The 
author claims that there are between 
15,000 and 20,000 facts in his book. 
Few readers will have the patience to 
plough through this catalogue, com- 
posed of such brief biographical pro- 
nunciamentos as “Luther Burbank was 
part French...the father of Superior 
Court (it should be: Supreme Court) 
Justice Louis D. Brandeis was a Forty- 
Eighter ... one of Edward R. Stettinius’ 
grandmothers was a Reilly,” and so 
forth. 

The book suffers from other, more 
serious shortcomings. The Jews are 
not listed as a separate group, but 
among the Frenchmen, Russians, Ger- 
mans, Poles, and others; in some cases 
it is indicated that the person in ques- 
tion is or was Jewish, in others it is 
not. In the chapter on Americans from 
Russia, for instance, at least fifty per- 
cent of the outstanding individuals are 
of Jewish descent, but the average 
reader will believe all of them to be 
Slavs, excepting those whose names 
are unmistakably Jewish. This would 
be of no consequence, if the author 
regarded us as merely a religious group. 
Yet since he rarely emphasizes a per- 
son’s Lutheran or Roman Catholic 
background, but quite frequently men- 
tions an individual’s Jewish antece- 
dents, it is obvious that he regards us 
as an ethnic group, if one sui generis, 
and, to avoid confusion, he could have 
listed all Jews in a separate chapter. 

More alarming is the somewhat 
apologetic undertone, sometimes no- 
ticeable in this volume. Will, for in- 
stance, the statement that less than 
20% of American Negroes are of 
wholly African blood make these “nig- 
gers” more acceptable to the hardy 
champions of lily-white Anglo-Saxon- 
ism? Are those colored people who are 
the offspring of the dalliance of white 
planters with rheir slaves preferable 
to full-blooded Negroes? 


Mr. Adamic fully realizes—and he 
States it quite frankly—that it is not 
sufficient to shout “Immigrants all— 
Americans all,” as is being done pe- 
riodically by any astute politician, eager 
to obtain the support of certain groups. 
But Adamic’s message does not go be- 
yond the above statement, either. One 
Nation, however, tries to attack the 
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evils of group-suspicion and group- 
hatred at their roots. The book deals 
with eight minorities, each of which 
is sized up in a brief chapter, and 
visualized by excellent photos, fur- 
nished with clever captions. If Mr. 
Adamic extols the achievements of the 
various ethnic groups in the United 
States, Mr. Stegner and his collabora- 
tors demonstrate the frightfulness of 
thé obstacles that members of minority 
groups have to overcome. One Nation 
exemplifies a method of combating 
racial and religious bias that seems 
more effective than merely flaunting 
the names of distinguished American 
Negroes, Irish Americans, Spanish 
Americans, and so forth. In pre-Hitler 
Germany, several Jewish defense or- 
ganizations issued pamphlets, showing 
the unusually large percentage of Jews 
among German Nobel Prize winners. 
This naive technique defeated its pur- 
pose—it caused resentment among 
otherwise indifferent Gentiles, while 
the anti-Semites used the figures to 
prove “Jewish world domination.” 


The authors of One Nation ap- 
parently realize this method won't help. 
The same person who, in a movie 
house, enjoys “Rochester’s” amusing 
antics, will, in the next moment, read 
with little or no concern about the 
lynching of a Negro in the South. 
That person, however, may feel alarmed 
upon learning, from One Nation, that 
in Chicago’s Black Belt the tubercu- 
losis rate is seven times as high as for 
the white sections of city, while in 
Harlem that rate is four times that of 
New York as a whole. For if he is 
intelligent, he will realize that poor 
housing and job discrimination must, 
in the long run, hurt, not only the 
colored people, but also himself and 
other whites, as vice, epidemics, and 
rioting easily break the invisible walls 
of “racial ghettos.” 


Going through One Nation, after 
having been uplifted by Mr. Adamic’s 
rather optimistic book, has a thor- 
oughly sobering effect upon the reader. 
Actually, one wonders whether the 
title, One Nation, is not meant to be 
understood ironically. 


“So long as the average American 
permits himself the apparently harm- 
less indulgence of cussing the Jews or 
damning the Catholics or feeling su- 
perior to the Negroes or taking out 
his hatred and fear of Japan on Amer- 
icans of Japanese parentage, the hard 
and durable spore of all the worst 
kinds of bigotry is preserved, and can 
be watered and tended and fertilized 
by fanatics and lunatics and politicians 
willing to build up a clique by any 
method.” 
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The authors of One Nation put 


much, perhaps too much faith in the 
so-called Springfield Plan. Unquestion- 
ably, this and similar educational ex- 
periments are of great value, as they 
improve the curricula of American 
schools by emphasizing democratic 
teachings, and as they induce adults 
from various origins and walks of life 
to get together for the discussion of 
their problems. But the effectiveness of 
these projects must not be overesti- 
mated. If sold by wily politicians as 
cure-alls to divert the masses from the 
cracks in the present social system and 
cover up the more basic social issues, 
they can become dangerous smoke- 
screens for reactionaries. After all, in 
the last analysis it is the economics of 
society which determines the philoso- 
phies of American life, from Anglo- 
Saxon Nazism to the Melting Pot idea 
and the newly discovered concept of 
Cultural Pluralism. 
ALFRED WERNER 


THE JEW AS A SOLDIER 


FIGHTING FOR AMERICA. A Record of 
the Participation of Jewish Men and 
Women in the Armed Forces During 
1944, New York, The National Jew- 
ish Welfare Board, 1944, 290 pp. 


THE FIGHTING JEW. By Ralph Nun- 
berg. With an Introduction by Curt 
Riess. New York, Creatwe Age 
Press, 1945, 295 pp. 


A significant index of the status of 
the Jews in the world today, their fears 
and uncertain view of their own fu- 
ture, is the relatively large number of 
publications on the subject of Jews 
and military prowess, two of which are 
here examined. Fighting for Amer- 
ca is reminiscent of similar volume 
published by Jewish communities in 
Europe, Africa, and Australia, follow- 
ing World War I. The fact that no 
such publication appeared in the U. S. 
at that time, and that American Jewry 
is the first to produce one after World 
War II, is in itself an indication of 
the spread of this type of apologetics, 
whose effectiveness has been amply 
tested in the crematoria of Europe. 


Fighting for America is an incom- 
plete record of the heroism of Jewish 
members of the armed forces. It is in- 
complete because unlike Catholics, 
“Americans of the Jewish faith” do not 
take their religion or community ad- 
herence seriously enough to establish 
a unified system of records of births, 
marriages, and affiliation. The Jew- 
ishness of Sam Levine, Bernard 
Shapiro, or Norman Freidman is be- 
yond doubt in most cases. A student 
of Jewish history will easily spot the 
Sephardic Abe Condiotti. He will hesi- 
tate before identifying Gilbert Stein, 
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Lou Charles Lerner, or Harold Mon- 
ash. But it takes much research to iden- 
tify as Jewish, names like Bertram N. 
Sheff, Martin Rockmore, Morris Saun- 
ders, John Stark, or George J. Smith. 
The Welfare Board’s Bureau of War 
Records has done it in these cases; 
more power to its staff. 


Apologetics or no apologetics, it is 
still nice to know that the Jews have 
done their bit in this war for America. 
They have contributed their share in 
all branches of the service: for instance, 
40% of all the Jewish physicians in 
this country were members of the 
armed forces. That such enthusiastic 
participation may be misjudged can 
be attested by the talk so frequently 
heard in the barracks that “the Jews 
have all the easy jobs.” In addition to 
lists of decorations and citations, the 
volume includes ample examples of 
heroism on the part of men and 
women, including members of the com- 
monly scoffed at Chaplains’ Corps, 
whose achievements on behalf of 
interdenominational amity are em- 
phasized.. More should have been 
said, however, about what the chap- 
lains have done for the “displaced” 
Jews, a story which puts many a re- 
spectable relief organization to shame. 
But the “public relations” angle places 
achievements on behalf of Jews last 
on its list. And we must remember 
that this book was written not as a 
historical record for ourselves, but pri- 
marily as a weapon against anti- 
Semitism. 


The Fighting Jew is a hurriedly 
composed yet well written pot boiler 
of facts and fiction, put out in an effort 
to prove that the Jew is not a coward. 
It is evident that the author is not a 
student of Jewish history. Otherwise 
he would have included the Khazars, 
Berek Joselewicz, the members of 
Hashomer, and a host of other Jewish 
warriors. Had Mr. Nunberg stuck to 
his subject without wandering off to 
discuss problems, social and historical, 
which he is manifestly incapable of 
handling, and had he, in addition, taken 
care to do some serious research and 
check his data, a decent book for ju- 
veniles might have emerged. As it is, 
the volume contains much too much 
misinformation. And it is a pity, for 
its author can do good popular writing. 


The book begins with a justifiably 
gruesome description of life in the 
Warsaw ghetto, regrettably, culled from 
second-hand sources. The Polish under- 
ground’s distrust in the Jewish capacity 
to fight, rather than ordinary anti- 
Semitism, is given as the reason be- 
hind the Polish refusal to supply the 
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Jews with arms. Klepfisz, a truly heroic 
figure, is melodramatized as almost the 
sole leader of the resistance, to the 
extent that the author puts in the 
mouth of the ghetto defenders the 
question whether “this Michael Klep- 
fisz might not be one of the tribe of 
David, the Messiah, whose coming had 
been promised to the Jews for their 
hour of greatest need.” Melodramatic 
Suspense is created by making the 
reader wait till the end of the volume 
for the outcome of the struggle, while 
the book turns to ancient history. The 
Biblical period is disposed of in one 
page. The Maccabeans rate but three 
quarters of a page. No chronology is 
given. 

This is followed by a fifteen page 
thriller of the revolt against Rome and 
the destruction of Jerusalem. Errors 
abound. Nunberg makes the completely 
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unjustified assertion that following the 
Bar Kokhba revolt, Jews no longer 
went “to battle for a Jewish cause or 
[did they] die for the survival of the 
Jewish nation... Now they fought for 
whatever country had become their 
home.” This, by all rules of logic, 
should have excluded much of the 
subsequent material. But the author, 
unimpressed by his own generaliza- 
tions, deals albeit too sketchily with 
the subsequent revolts against Rome 
and Persia, the Jewish kingdom in 
Yemen, and the wars against the rising 
Mohammedans. 

A major portion of the book is 
devoted to America, the “promised 
land.” The author’s grasp of seven- 
teenth century conditions is indicated 
in his statement that Jews resented the 
fact that “Dutchmen, Frenchmen and 
Englishmen” had been “forbidden to 
settle in New Amsterdam just because 
they were Jewish.” 

In his treatment of “the fight for 
equality” in Europe, the arduous course 
of emancipation is sophomorically sim- 
plified. Napoleon is described as a 
man “who gave much thought to the 
Jewish problem,” and a lion's share 
of space is given his general, Andrea 
Massena, the Duke of Essling, whose 
Jewish origin is still a matter of spec- 
ulation and who never identified him- 
self as a Jew religiously. The Dreyfus 
case, where there is no shadow of sus- 
picion of martial accomplishment, is 
treated as background to a brief story 
of Herzl and Zionism, which in turn 
is woven into a presentation of Jewish 
heroism in World War I. Jewish self- 
defense in Palestine in 1936 is dis- 
cussed without mentioning its national 
and social motivation, typified by the 
policy of Havlagah (self restraint). 
The word Haganab is not in the index. 

Following a greatly simplified and 
rather inaccurate picture of political 
events which preceded World War II, 
the author devotes a chapter to the 
prowess of Jews in that war, with Rus- 
sian and American Jews receiving 
most attention. Much more could have 
been added. Nevertheless this chapter 
is the best in the book, which ends 
with a description of the final resist- 
ance of the Warsaw ghetto. 

Curt Riess, who has done much lit- 
erary introducing of late, adds to the 
general confusion by proclaiming that 
to think of Jews “as a group is not 
logically justifiable.” According to him 
Jews are “not a nation, not a religious 
community, not a race. Furthermore, 
Zionists form only a relatively small 
percentage of all Jewish people in the 
world.” Mr. Riess also recommends 
that the book should be widely read. 
The reviewer disagrees. 

ABRAHAM G. DUKER 
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